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By Arthur R. Thompson, CEO, The John Birch Society 
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Transforming the Way We Look at American History 


Knowing American history is essential to understanding the American To the Victor Go the Myths & Monuments details a deliberate, 
system of government and the role citizens are to play. When that organized opposition working to subvert the American Republic. 
education is undermined and replaced with the opposite of our It’s American history that all Americans need to learn so they can 
Founders’ intent, the ramifications for protecting God-given liberty for understand the proper role of government and their role in the 
current and future generations are great. American system. 


Based on 45-plus years of research, this groundbreaking book reveals history as you’ve never seen it before. 
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Free Trade Agenda Pamphlets 

Every trade agreement or partnership seems to come with guarantees of 
more money from exports, more jobs, and the promise of U.S. sovereignty 
not being threatened. The reality is exactly the opposite. These five pam- 


An Introduction to Trading Away Your Freedom — DVD 

JBS CEO Arthur R. Thompson, author of International Merger by Foreign 
Entanglements, offers an overview of the agenda behind the so-called free trade 
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Does Trade Affect Our Security? PDTAS 0 F 
a. ae cone International Merger by Foreign Entanglements 
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Death by China 

Since China began flooding U.S. markets with government-subsidized products in 2001, 
over 50,000 American factories have disappeared, more than 25 million Americans can't 
find a decent job, and America now owes more than three trillion dollars to China. This 
film tells how that happened. 
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Not-So-Free TRADE 
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Isn't Free Trade Good for Everyone? (Updated) PFTGE 
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ShadowRing 

ShadowRing will set the record straight on the who, when, why, where, 
and how those assuming control over us have gotten away with their 
criminal deeds for so long. 
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How the Free Trade Agenda Affects You — Booklet 
Preserve our personal freedom and national independence by informing 
others about the history of free trade agreements, giving reasons for oppos- 
ing two such agreements (the Trans-Pacific Partnership and Transatlantic 
Trade and Investment Partnership), and providing tools and an action 
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How the Free Trade Agenda Is Knocking Down America 

This special report by THE NEW AMERICAN magazine explains how the deceptive free 
trade agenda is threatening our national independence, our personal freedoms, and 
our jobs. (September 2, 2013, 48pp, $.10ea;) TNA138982 


Secretly Trading Away Our Independence — Reprint 

President Obama is pushing two trade pacts that lead to economic and political inte- 
gration of the United States with the European Union and Pacific Rim nations. (2013, 
8pp, $0.02ea) RPSTAOI 
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Manipulating African 
American Voters 


For 50 years, African Americans have 
voted for Democrats. Seventy to 90 percent 
of African American voters vote Democrat 
every election cycle. The Democrats have 
broken the race code, and use it against 
African Americans every election. 

Justifiably, African Americans are 
angry and disappointed by their opportuni- 
ties in America. Broken homes, failing and 
unsafe schools, lack of jobs, and crime and 
drugs are all part of the African American 
reality. If you combine that with America’s 
historically shameful treatment of African 
Americans as slaves and second-class hu- 
mans, it is understandable why the Demo- 
crat formula has been so successful. 

The formula is a simple one, but it re- 
quires the Democrats to get African Amer- 
icans so enraged every election cycle that 
they come out in large numbers to vote for 
more of the same. 

There is no group in America that is 
more justifiably sensitive to racism than 
African Americans. The Democrats know 
this and “play the race card” every election 
in the hope that personal rage will blind 
African American voters to the reality of 
what is being done to them. 

This election cycle it is the Black Lives 
Matter movement stoking the rage. The 
administration and every Democratic can- 
didate for president have amplified this 
movement in an effort to build that critical 
anger. The bulk of BLM’s issues takes place 
in communities controlled by Democratic 
mayors, congressmen, and governors. One 
might think that most elected officials would 
not want to bring up their own failures, but 
such thinking misses the magic behind the 
Democratic strategy: Create a problem, am- 
plify it, and pretend to support a solution for 
it. By default, the other party’s lack of pan- 
dering to the problem must indicate that it 
does not care. It must be racist. 

Democrats use the same strategy each 
election cycle and win. Why else would 
angry, disappointed African Americans 
vote for more of the same and expect a 
different outcome? Behind closed doors I 
suspect the Democratic leadership has a 
good belly laugh at this, every election. 

Let’s just look at the facts. Democrats 
control most inner-city communities. The 
communities are high-crime areas with 


LETTERS TO THE EDITOR. 


major drug issues and failing schools and 
no jobs. These same Democrats use all their 
political power to kill any school choice 
and will do almost anything they can to 
keep African Americans in those failing 
schools. Democrats support trade poli- 
cies that have decimated the jobs in those 
communities, and add regulatory and tax 
barriers for any new businesses that may 
consider opening. They raise the wage rates 
so high that no business can afford to open 
in those communities. Their open-border 
policy guarantees the continuation of gang 
violence, drugs, and crime, while stretching 
minimal police coverage to its limits. 

Add 50 years of broken promises, and 
you would have the African American 
Democratic platform. 

Now let’s look at the alternative voting 
option. Tighten border controls, strangle 
off the drug flow, and reduce the number 
of illegal alien gang members flooding our 
cities. Cancel or rewrite trade policies to 
encourage manufacturing and other high- 
paying jobs in our communities. Deport il- 
legal aliens who break the law. Change the 
tax and regulatory policies that discourage 
the opening of new businesses. 

Umm, it is pretty clear that the other party 
offers more for African Americans than the 
Democrats, but that party is deemed racist. 
It doesn’t care about the Black Lives Matter 
issues as much. Get it? It is all about creat- 
ing a race-based issue. 

Black voters will be lining up this elec- 
tion day the same as they have for 50 years 
asking, “Please sir, may I have more of the 
same?” 

Every election cycle is a big payday 
for black leaders. Some are so filled with 
anger that they gladly support the Demo- 
crats, while others understand what is hap- 
pening but value their payday more than 
the fate of their people. 

What do you call someone who does 
the same thing over and over but expects 
a different outcome? Behind closed doors 
the Democrats whisper the answer to that 
question. Hi 

RICHARD LAWLESS 
Temecula, California 


Send your letters to: THE NEW AMERICAN, P.O. 
Box 8040, Appleton, WI 54912. Or e-mail: 
editorial@thenewamerican.com. Due to vol- 
ume received, not all letters can be answered. 
Letters may be edited for space and clarity. 
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It's Never Been About Trading 


International Merger, by John Birch Society 
CEO Arthur R. Thompson, explores the true 
agenda behind the free trade agreements, pacts, 
and partnerships being considered by the U.S. 
Congress. You will find this book fascinating, and 
be quoting it often. (2015ed., 260pp, 1/$9.95; 
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ACLU Preparing to Sue Trump If He Wins 


Perhaps recognizing the increasing likelihood of a Trump victory 
in November, on July 15 the American Civil Liberties Union 
(ACLU) released “The Trump Memo” — a virtual legal action 
plan against many of Trump’s statements and proposals. 

The release was preceded by a letter published in the Wash- 
ington Post on July 13 written by Anthony Romero, the ACLU’s 
executive director, which said in part, “A Trump administration 
would violate the First, Fourth, Fifth and Eighth Amendments 
[to the Constitution] if it tried to implement his most contro- 
versial plans.” 

Romero claimed that Trump’s plans to deport more than 11 
million people during the first two years of his administration 
“would shred the Fourth Amendment’s protections against unrea- 
sonable searches and seizures.... It would run face-first into the 
due process protections afforded every person inside the United 
States under the Fifth Amendment.” 

The 27-page memo outlines explicitly various Trump propos- 
als and how the ACLU would attack them in court. The memo be- 
gins with Trump’s proposal to remove all illegal immigrants from 
the United States by creating a “deportation force” to round them 
up and send them home, followed by building a wall along the 
entire Mexican-American border to keep them from returning. 
Also included is Trump’s proposal that in the meantime all Mus- 
lims be registered in a federal database. Wrote the ACLU: “All 
of these proposals would most likely violate the Constitution, 
federal statutory laws and/or international law.... Congress can- 


not grant, and a president cannot exercise, authority that would 
violate the Constitution.” 

There are other Trump proposals that the ACLU says would 
be found unconstitutional: authorizing “something beyond water- 
boarding,” which the ACLU declares would violate the Fifth and 
Eighth Amendments, as well as the Geneva Convention and the 
War Crimes Act; and expanding mass surveillance, which already 
violates the First and Fourth Amendments. 

In closing his letter about the ACLU’s legal plans to thwart 
Trump if he were elected in November, Romero wrote: “If that 
day comes, make no mistake: We’ll be seeing him in court.” 


Law Enforcement Collecting Iris Scans for FBI, Pentagon 


Details of a new FBI program to collect iris scans reveals how 
state and local police are assisting the federal law-enforcement 
agency to spread the dragnet of national government surveillance 
wider and wider. As part of its “pilot program” — which was 
floated by the FBI as a simple test of technology — the bureau 
has quietly collected over 434,000 iris scans since the program 
started three years ago. 

The worst part of the story: Most of the scans are being sent 
to the Feds from state and local police departments. Here’s one 
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example of the unconstitutional collusion as published July 12 
by The Verge: “The San Bernardino Sheriff’s Department ... has 
quietly become one of the most productive nodes in a nationwide 
iris-scanning project, collecting iris data from at least 200,000 
arrestees over the last two and a half years.... In the early months 
of 2016, the department was collecting an average of 189 iris 
scans each day.” 

The FBI has an agreement in place that the entire database 
will be shared with the Department of Defense. Irises aren’t the 
only physical feature being gathered by local law enforcement 
and passed along to the bosses on the Potomac. According to 
The Verge, 


A [May 2016] report from the Government Accountability 
Office found hundreds of millions of facial scans were made 
under an out-of-date privacy assessment, including tens of 
millions from driver’s license photos that were not linked 
to any crime. Like the iris pilot, the result was a nominally 
experimental program that nonetheless ingested vast quanti- 
ties of personally identifiable data from US citizens. 


The watching eye of government never blinks, and some of our 
own elected and appointed local officials are helping hold its 
eyelids open. 
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Fed Official Confirms “Next Step” to Consolidate Economic Control 


While on a speaking tour overseas, an official of the Federal Re- 
serve confirmed the “next step” in the Fed’s plan to consolidate 
complete control over the economy of the United States. During 
a July 13 speaking event, Loretta Mester of the Cleveland Federal 
Reserve told Australia’s ABC News that the Fed is “assessing 
tools” that could be used to increase the influence of the central 
bank on the flow of money in the United States. 

The Fed will supposedly improve the economy by creating 
money and pumping it into the treasury market, which in turn 
creates increased debt for the U.S. taxpayer. In other words, if the 
average American looks around and sees money being pumped 
into the system, then that American will supposedly believe that 
things are improving economically and that will compel him to 
go out and spend money, increase his own personal debt, and thus 
piggyback this increase in cashflow through the system on the 
back of the Fed’s money-printing scheme. 

The report of Mester’s appearance on the Australian news 
program indicates that such money printing is not only being 
planned for the United States, but throughout the world, as cen- 
tral banks coordinate their coup d’etat. “The comments come 
as major central banks — including the US Federal Reserve, 
the European Central Bank and the Bank of Japan — consider 
unconventional policy tools in a world of slowing growth, low 
inflation and record low interest rates,” the Australian news 
channel wrote. 


~ 


Undoubtedly this “money” will be used within the 50 states 
to pay debts and will be required to be accepted as “legal tender 
for all debts public and private.” But what does the Constitution 
say? Article I, Section 10 reads: “No state shall ... make any 
thing but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts.” 
State lawmakers and governors should rise up, assert their sov- 
ereignty, and base their absolute refusal to fence the Fed’s fake 
money on the proscription against such policies set out in Ar- 
ticle I, Section 10. 


Latest CBO Report “Grim”; Offers No Solutions to National Debt 


On July 12, the Congressional Budget Office (CBO) published 
its annual report on the country’s long-term budgetary and fi- 
nancial outlook. One need only to see the chart on page one of 
the report to see why CBO’s Justin Bogle said the outlook was 
“grim”: It shows government spending growing so much more 
quickly than anticipated revenues that annual deficits will likely 
triple in the next 30 years, if not sooner. Bogle called this scenario 
unsustainable. 

For the first time, the CBO built into its assumptions the pro- 
jected impact of ObamaCare, the country’s declining birth rate, 


the explosion of Baby Boomers demanding benefits from Social 
Security and Medicare over that period, plus Boomers’ increas- 
ing life expectancies and the increasing costs of providing them 
healthcare along the way. 

It also assumed that government debt will continue to be is- 
sued to help cover the shortfalls, driving interest rates higher. The 
assumptions are based on no changes in tax laws or increases in 
benefits to be dreamed up and passed by a Congress that pays 
scant attention to the Constitution. There is no provision for 
another recession despite the fact that the last recession began 
nearly 10 years ago, with another one likely in the next few years. 

Under those rosy assumptions, therefore, by 2046 the welfare 
state will eat up half of all the government’s revenues, leaving 
precious little for its legitimate functions such as providing for 
the country’s defense and its court system. 

The solutions offered by the CBO are general in nature and 
reflect the same concerns expressed in years past: Congress must 
do something before it’s too late. “The prospect of such large 
debt poses substantial risks for the nation and presents policy- 
makers with significant challenges,” the CBO warned. 

Estimates are that a federal government run according to the 
Constitution would cost less than 20 percent of its current bud- 
get, thus freeing up ample amounts of surplus revenues that 
could be used to pay off (not down!) the national debt within 
years, not decades. 
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Justice Ginsburg Retreats 
“On reflection, my recent remarks in response to press inquiries were ill- 
advised and I regret making them. Judges should avoid commenting on 
a candidate for public office. In the future, I will be more circumspect.” 
Her comments steered clear of apologizing for the insults she hurled at (GMUWEEIG 

Donald Trump. What Supreme Court Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg did [Mal A Z 
was issue a tongue-in-cheek morsel of regret for the attack on someone 7, 4 Pw) ie 
not of her political persuasion. . , - 
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Killer in Nice Likely Encouraged by ISIS Spokesman 

“Tf you are not able to find an I.E.D. or a bullet, then single out the disbelieving American, Frenchman 
or any of their allies. Smash his head with a rock, or slaughter him with a knife, or run him over with 
your car.” 

Al-Qaeda had recommended such tactics a few years ago but abandoned them because using a vehicle 
would likely also kill Muslims. But ISIS official Abu Muhammad al-Adnani saw no reason to cease 
employing any tactic to eliminate disbelievers. ISIS has claimed responsibility for the Nice attack that 
killed 84 and wounded hundreds. 


Gingrich Creates a Storm With a Call for Testing All Muslims 

“We should frankly test every person here who is a Muslim and if they 
believe in Sharia, they should be deported. Modern Muslims who have 
given up Sharia? Glad to have them here as citizens.” 

After issuing his explosive remarks, former House Speaker Newt Gin- 
grich sought to explain what he stated by saying, “We’re at war” and 
everyone should realize this reality. 


Dallas Police Chief Speaks About Cops’ Lives 

“We’re asking cops to do too much in this country. Not enough mental 
health funding? Let the cop handle it. Not enough drug addiction funding? 
Let’s give it to the cops. Seventy percent of the African-American com- 
munity is being raised by a single woman. Let’s give it to the cops to solve that as well.” 

In the wake of the murder of five police officers in his city, Dallas Police Chief David Brown, an Af- 
rican American, pointed to societal problems that cause more crime, which ends up being left for the 
police to solve. 


Newt 
Gingrich 
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Security Specialist Deems Hillary Unworthy of Handling Sensitive Material 

“T’ve never seen anything quite like this. The woman who would be in charge of setting national policy 
as president has been deemed by the FBI unsuitable to safeguard and handle classified information.” 
A Washington lawyer who specializes in security clearances, Bill Savarino is amazed at what has 
been revealed about Hillary Clinton's abuse of the security procedures and the lack of prosecution 
for her actions. 


France’s National Party Leader Salutes Britain for Leaving the EU 
“Tf there’s one thing that chafes French pride, it’s seeing the British steal the limelight [by being the 
first to quit the EU].” 

National Front President Marine Le Pen has seen her party and her 
political fortunes rise steadily over recent years. 


Opposition Kills a Gun Measure Favored by Speaker Ryan 2 
“The legislation would be among the most egregious gun control mea- “ 
sures ever to pass either house of Congress. It would mark a massive \ 


expansion of the government’s ability to restrict gun rights on the basis — 

of crimes not yet committed.” £9 

Congressman Justin Amash (R-Mich.) was pleased to note that many Wis 

Democrats opposed the bill, and GOP leaders backed away from sup- ; 4 4 

porting it. Despite Ryan's support, the measure seems to have died. 5 eh 
— COMPILED BY JOHN F. MCMANUS 
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FABRE XI 
#OMEXIT 


KEEP THE MOMENTO COmG!: 


The British have taken the unprecedented step of voting to leave the EU, overcoming 
threats and fears. There is no reason why America can’t also exit globalist enterprises. 
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by Alex Newman 


defy the politicians and bureaucrats. 

The historic June 23 British “Brexit” 
vote to exit the European Union was a 
massive blow to globalism and the global- 
ist establishment, perhaps unprecedented 
in contemporary history — the vote heard 
round the world, so to speak. The vote 
was not simply a repudiation of the in- 
creasingly totalitarian EU, but of the entire 
internationalist agenda to crush national 
sovereignty and replace it with unaccount- 
able transnational governance beyond the 
reach of citizens. And the reverberations 
have inspired people around the world, 
especially in the United States and across 
Europe, to fight for their national indepen- 
dence and their right to self-government. 

Now, Europeans and Americans are hop- 
ing to seize on the momentum created by 
Brexit to push various other “exits,” in- 
cluding an “Amexit” from the United Na- 
tions and national secession from the EU 
superstate by various formerly indepen- 
dent peoples of Europe. Some analysts are 
even forecasting a domino effect: Frexit, 
Swexit, Nexit, Auxit, Grexit, and so on. In 
this article, we will take a look primarily 
and specifically at the push for an #Amexit 
from the UN: Who is pushing it? Is it a 
good idea? If so, why? What can Ameri- 
cans do to make it happen? In fact, before 
the phrases “Brexit” and “Amexit” even 
became known, an Amexit bill was intro- 
duced in Congress to “end membership of 
the United States in the United Nations.” 
Known as the American Sovereignty Res- 
toration Act, or H.R. 1205, the bill would 
also evict the UN from U.S. soil. Now it 
just needs to be passed. 

The primary reason for withdrawing 
from the UN is the same as the chief rea- 
son for the Brexit: restoring national sov- 
ereignty. The EU now rules the formerly 
independent peoples of Europe practically 
without restraint. The UN has not gotten 
quite that bad yet, of course. But if the 
peoples of the world — and especially the 
American people — do not stop it, that 
is exactly where the agenda is going. In 
our July 4 cover story, we showed how 
the UN was increasingly threatening U.S. 
independence with its demands for global 
“interdependence” and “governance.” In 
fact, in many ways, the UN is already be- 
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The primary reason for withdrawing from the UN 
is the same as the chief reason for the Brexit: 
restoring national sovereignty. The EU now rules 
the formerly independent peoples of Europe 
practically without restraint. 


having as if it were a global government 
— it has its own police, “peace” armies, 
courts, education plans, health schemes, 
and more. 

And it is only getting more extreme by 
the minute. From positioning itself to be- 
come what UN chief Ban Ki-moon called 
the “Parliament of Humanity,” to trying 
to subject every person on the planet to 
the UN Agenda 2030 “Declaration of In- 
terdependence,” the UN and the establish- 
ment behind it have boundless ambitions 
for centralizing coercive power. If left 
unchecked, the internationalists literally 
intend to rule the world through outfits 
such as the UN. With an #Amexit, though, 
the American people can deal a devastat- 
ing blow to that agenda — preserving the 
hard-won principles of self-government, 
individual liberty, limited government, 
Judeo-Christian morality, and national 
independence for future generations of 
Americans to enjoy. And the ball is al- 
ready rolling. 
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Bold move: Despite the full weight of the globalist establishment arrayed against the movement for 


Palin: Get US Out 

The day after Brexit, the first nationally 
recognized figure to promote an Ameri- 
can withdrawal from the UN was former 
Alaska governor and GOP vice-presiden- 
tial candidate Sarah Palin. In her June 
24 statement posted online, Palin blast- 
ed “special interest globalists” and the 
plot for one-world government. Casting 
Brexit as a British “Declaration of Inde- 
pendence,” Palin’s statement was hugely 
popular, receiving tens of thousands of 
likes, shares, and comments just over the 
weekend. A brief sampling of the close to 
1,000 comments revealed massive support 
for the ideas, not just from Americans but 
from anti-establishment and anti-globalist 
forces around the world. 

Palin’s comments were blunt and to 
the point. “When in the course of human 
events, it becomes necessary for one peo- 
ple to dissolve the political bands which 
have connected them with another.... The 
UK knew — it was that time. And now 
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British independence from the European Union, the “Brexit” referendum to exit the EU succeeded. 


17 


RY) WORLD 


is that time in the USA,” she declared. 
“The Brexit referendum is akin to our 
own Declaration of Independence. May 
that refreshed spirit of sovereignty spread 
over the pond to America’s shores! Con- 
gratulations, smart Brits. Good on you for 
ignoring all the fear mongering from spe- 
cial interest globalists who tend to aim for 
that apocalyptic One World Government 
that dissolves a nation’s self-determina- 
tion and sovereignty ... the EU being a 
One World Government mini-me.” 

Indeed, as this magazine and others 
have documented, globalist forces waged 
an unprecedented campaign of fear-mon- 
gering and propaganda against the British 
independence movement. From claiming 
it could spark another world war to threat- 
ening people’s jobs and pensions, the top 
echelons of the establishment shrieked 
hysterically for months about the doom 
and gloom that would surely follow a 
Brexit. But the British did it anyway. Now, 
according to Palin, it is time for Ameri- 
cans to do the same. “America can learn an 
encouraging lesson from this,” continued 
the former governor. “It is time to dissolve 
political bands that connect us to agendas 
not in our best interest. May UN shackles 
be next on the chopping block.” 


Representative Thomas 

Massie Pushes #Amexit 

The day after Palin’s post, popular Re- 
publican Congressman Thomas Massie 
of Kentucky, a leading constitutionalist, 
pointed to his support for the American 
Sovereignty Restoration Act and asked if 
it is now “Time for #amexit?” Yes, he says. 
“[’m a cosponsor of H.R. 1205 to get the 
US out of the UN. #brexit.” When asked 
in acomment why it would be a good idea, 
the congressman responded: “In one word, 
Sovereignty.” “As a member of the UN, 
we bind our citizens to decisions made by 
undemocratic countries, when in fact our 
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Calling balls and strikes: After the Brexit, former Alaska Governor Sarah Palin blasted 
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“globalists” and their push for an “apocalyptic One World Government,” saying it was now time 


for Americans to get free from “UN shackles.” 


constitution should be the supreme law,” 
he explained, garnering massive support 
from readers. His note sparked head- 
lines across America, in addition to being 
shared thousands of times by supporters 
on social media. 

On his campaign website, Thomas- 
Massie.com, the congressman has also 
been circulating a petition to “support an 
#Amexit from the UN.” “United Nations 
membership includes Third World dicta- 
tors and as a member of the UN, we bind 
our citizens to decisions made by undemo- 
cratic countries,” states the petition. “Our 
constitution should always be the supreme 
law of the land. The United Nations also 
costs our country billions of dollars and I 
believe we should bring those tax dollars 
back to America. In addition, the UN pre- 
sents a real threat to our 2nd Amendment 
rights, most obviously in their push for the 
UN Arms Trade Treaty (ATT). This treaty 
encourages members to set up national 
recordkeeping requirements for those with 
firearms and pushes members to share 
these lists with other member countries.” 


On being asked why America should withdraw from 

the UN, Massie pointed out that over half of the UN's 
member governments were unfree, pointing specifically 
to North Korea, Syria, Iraq, Yemen, Cuba, and 
Venezuela, among many others. “Stalin was a founding 
member of the United Nations,” Massie added. 
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“Now that the world has watched Brit- 
ain fight to regain some of the sovereign- 
ty they had lost, America should do the 
same,” Massie’s petition concluded. “It is 
time to remove ourselves from the United 
Nations and once again hold the Constitu- 
tion as the highest law in America.” 

Massie has also provided an eloquent de- 
fense of an Amexit and explanation of the 
bill on the radio. In a radio interview with 
South Carolina-based host Vince Coakley, 
Massie began by noting that the bill to get 
the United States out of the UN was not a 
response to Brexit, as the latest iteration of 
the legislation was actually introduced in 
Congress last year. The measure was first 
introduced in Congress in 1997 by then- 
Congressman Ron Paul, the Texas Republi- 
can who for decades was America’s leading 
constitutionalist in Congress. “It has had as 
many as 50 plus co-sponsors in the past,” 
Massie said. 

But while the bill may not be new, now 
is a good time to move it forward, Massie 
explained. “Hopefully all the attention 
given to the Brexit will help us raise the 
profile of this bill, which we’re calling 
Amexit. In the past, the United States has 
withheld funding to the United Nations. 
Now, they eventually paid it back, but 
by withholding funding, they were able 
to negotiate a lower fee to be a member,” 
he said. “When it did come to a vote we 
came just 70 votes short of cutting fund- 
ing for the United Nations, and 70 votes 
is not a lot. You know, you flip 35 votes 
and it’s passed, out of 435. I think there 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ AUGUST 8, 2016 


will be more attention paid to it as time 
goes on, I think we’re going to pick up 
momentum. This was trending yesterday 
on Facebook, this issue. The only way to 
move it forward is to get more co-sponsors 
in the house.” 


Why “Get US Out”? 

Massie went on to outline a number of key 
reasons for America to exit the UN. He also 
addressed the various arguments put forth 
by globalists and useful dupes for staying 
in the UN. “Who would be crazy enough to 
stay in the United Nations and pay the ma- 
jority of their funding while it’s attended by 
Third World dictators who are writing rules 
and regulations that are supposed to bind 
our country? That’s what I want to ask,” the 
popular congressman said. The host agreed, 
saying it was an “excellent question.” On 
being asked why America should withdraw 
from the UN, Massie pointed out that over 
half of the UN’s member governments 
were unfree, pointing specifically to North 
Korea, Syria, Iraq, Yemen, Cuba, and Ven- 
ezuela, among many others. “Stalin was a 
founding member of the United Nations,” 
Massie added. 

The liberty-minded Kentucky congress- 
man went on: “People talk about ‘we need 
to stay on it because we’ve got this special 
position, we’ve got veto power because 
we’re one of the permanent members,’ 
well, guess what, so are China and Rus- 
sia,” Massie observed. “Now, ostensibly, 
this organization exists to keep us from 
going to war. I would say they failed at that. 
If anything, it’s nuclear weapons and the 
desire not to blow ourselves up that’s kept 
us from going to war. Yet we keep getting 
in all these small wars around the globe.” 
Indeed, UN resolutions have been cited on 
numerous occasions by U.S. presidents to 
justify unconstitutional, undeclared wars. 
The most recent and obvious example, of 
course, was Obama’s illegal war on Libya, 
which had non-establishment members of 
both parties in Congress calling for im- 
peachment. The result of that war: tragedy 
and terror that defy belief. 

Another UN selling point is what the 
UN disingenuously terms “human rights,” 
which, as this magazine and others have 
documented extensively, means some- 
thing very different to the UN than what 
America’s Founders intended with the Bill 
of Rights protecting Americans’ pre-exist- 
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ing God-given rights. “Look at the mem- 
bership of this organization!” said Massie. 
“How the heck are you going to promote 
human rights when these are the members. 
And when China and Russia have veto 
power, of course they are going to stick 
up for their Third World dictatorships that 
they’ve allied themselves with. So it re- 
ally doesn’t have a good track record when 
it comes to human rights when we have 
some of the biggest abusers of human 
rights as members of the United Nations.” 
Indeed, UN military and police forces 
around the world are facing a tsunami of 
scandals over atrocities. Many of those 
horrors have been covered in these pages, 
including the systematic rape and abuse of 
children in numerous nations occupied by 
UN “peace” forces, as well as the subse- 
quent persecution of brave whistleblowers 
who expose the monstrous crimes. 

The UN’s attacks on gun rights are 
also troublesome, Massie said. “Finally, 
the thing that concerns me the most here 
recently, they promoted laws, a treaty — 
an international treaty they are pushing 
— to curb small arms trafficking,” he 
explained. “Now, think about this, if the 
United Nations is populated with Third 
World dictators, what interest do they 
have in civilians owning firearms? III tell 
you, absolutely none. They don’t want 
their civilians to own firearms. So when 
they talk about an international treaty 
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to prevent small arms trafficking, what 
they’re talking about is keeping civilians 
from owning firearms. So it should come 
as no surprise that that’s what this treaty 
is aimed at.” After the jihadist terror at- 
tack in Orlando in June, the UN’s “human 
rights” chief, Jordanian prince Zeid Al 
Hussein, even claimed the U.S. govern- 
ment had an “obligation” to impose what 
he called “robust gun control.” 

As for the UN’s anti-gun rights treaty, 
Massie said it would be unconstitutional 
even if ratified. “It would have to be rati- 
fied by the Senate, now that’s one thing 
that concerns me, [Secretary of State] John 
Kerry has signed it, but think about this, I 
don’t even think this is constitutional for us 
to sign into a treaty without it going through 
the House of Representatives,” he said. 
“This treaty would infringe on our Con- 
stitution, so I don’t see how you can take 
away constitutional rights just by consult- 
ing one body of Congress, without consult- 
ing the other.” Indeed, although treaties are 
ratified by a two-thirds majority vote of the 
U.S. Senate, the Founders and the Supreme 
Court have already made abundantly clear 
that treaties cannot grant new powers to the 
federal government that were not delegated 
in the U.S. Constitution. 

Then there is the squandering of U.S. tax 
dollars and the congregation of dictators on 
USS. soil. “To add insult to injury, we pay 
probably about $8 billion per year to the 


Exit the UN: Representative Thomas Massie, a liberty-minded Republican from Kentucky, said 
that after Brexit it is time for an American exit from the UN, also known as an “Amexit.” 
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“To add insult to injury, we pay probably about 
S8 billion per year to the United Nations, we are 
the biggest funder of the United Nations,” Massie 


continued. 


United Nations, we are the biggest funder 
of the United Nations,” Massie continued. 
“So there are a litany of reasons why we 
should pass H.R. 1205, we call it the Amer- 
ican Sovereignty Restoration Act. And 
among other things, we say get the U.S. out 
of the UN; this bill would also get the UN 
out of the U.S.,” he said. “They’ve basical- 
ly been free parking in New York City — I 
don’t mean just parking, they run up tickets, 
they’ve got diplomatic immunity, and their 
headquarters is right in New York. So this 
is where all the dictators come, to congre- 
gate in our country to promulgate rules that 
would affect our citizens.” 

As an example of U.S. sovereignty 
being eroded, Massie pointed to a recent 
ruling by the World Trade Organization 
purporting to override the U.S. Con- 
gress on its Country of Origin labels for 
meat. Indeed, the WTO decree provides 
a clear and irrefutable example of how 
international organizations are increas- 
ingly usurping Americans’ right to govern 
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themselves under the Constitution. UN 
bosses and experts now regularly lecture 
and harangue Americans on alleged “re- 
quirements” under what the UN calls “in- 
ternational law.” Just this year, a group of 
self-styled UN “experts” even demanded 
that the United States ratify a treaty, the 
UN Convention on the Elimination of All 
Forms of Discrimination Against Women, 
and amend the U.S. Constitution to con- 
form with the treaty, which the Senate has 
thus far refused to ratify. As just one ex- 
ample among many, in blatant disregard 
for the Constitution’s protections of free 
speech, the UN has been agitating increas- 
ingly loudly for the criminalization of cer- 
tain forms of speech. And the attacks are 
only getting more blatant and extreme. 
Coakley, the host, urged all listeners to 
call Congress and ask their representatives 
to advance the legislation. Massie agreed, 
saying, “Absolutely, that’s how we move 
this bill forward.” He also suggested that, 
if Speaker Paul Ryan would allow separate 
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Time to head for the door: With the UN increasingly assuming governmental powers, and vilifying 
constitutional rights and freedoms in the United States, such as the right to own and use guns, and 
with UN “peace” troops occupying more than a dozen countries, an Amexit is more urgent than ever. 
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funding bills, lawmakers could offer an 
amendment to cut off funds for the UN to 
the legislation funding the U.S. State De- 
partment. “Even if a member of the House 
or Senate does not support this bill, the 
question, I think, that deserves a debate, 
is how much should the United States pay 
the United Nations? Right now it’s on the 
order of $8 billion, and we’re just one of 
193 members yet we’re paying over a fifth 
of the bill. So even if you don’t want to 
withdraw completely, how much is it worth 
and how much should we keep paying for 
dismal results?” 


Others Join In 

Another cosponsor of the legislation, 
Representative Tim Huelskamp (R-Kan.), 
also took to Twitter calling for a U.S. 
withdrawal from the UN. “Why are we 
giving any money and sovereignty to the 
UN? #America #AmExit,” he wrote on 
the social-media service on July 12 above 
a news report about UN-sponsored text- 
books promoting jihad against Israel. 

In the U.S. Senate, pro-sovereignty sen- 
timent is also growing. Last year, Senator 
Rand Paul (R-Ky.), then a leading con- 
tender for the 2016 GOP presidential nom- 
ination, blasted the UN and suggested it 
should be dismantled. “I dislike paying for 
something that two-bit Third World coun- 
tries with no freedom attack us and com- 
plain about the United States,” explained 
the senator. “There’s a lot of reasons why I 
don’t like the UN, and I think I’d be happy 
to dissolve it.” 

Even some neoconservatives appear to 
be joining the bandwagon. Writing in Na- 
tional Review Online, Josh Gelernter, also 
a regular contributor to the neocon jour- 
nal Weekly Standard, headlined his article 
“Let’s Take a Cue from Brexit and Leave 
the U.N.” “There is no fixing the U.N.,” 
writes Gelernter, urging readers to contact 
Congress. Gelernter goes on to call for the 
creation of a “United Free Nations,” but it 
is clear that the movement to destroy the 
UN with an Amexit is going increasingly 
“mainstream.” 


H.R. 1205: The American Sovereignty 
Restoration Act 

The key tool for an #Amexit is the Ameri- 
can Sovereignty Restoration Act, intro- 
duced last year by Congressman Mike 
Rogers (R-Ala.) and in many other pre- 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ AUGUST 8, 2016 


vious Congresses. If approved, the legis- 
lation would repeal the UN Participation 
Act of 1945 and shutter the U.S. govern- 
ment’s mission to the outfit. It would also 
“terminate all membership by the United 
States in the United Nations, and in any 
organ, specialized agency, commission, or 
other formally affiliated body of the Unit- 
ed Nations.” That specifically includes 
UNESCO, which President Ronald Rea- 
gan withdrew from, along with the World 
Health Organization, the UN Environment 
Program (UNEP), and more. It would end 
all U.S. involvement in all UN conven- 
tions and agreements, too. 

The proposed law, introduced in nu- 
merous legislative sessions of Congress in 
recent decades, would also end all funding 
to the UN and all of its agencies — with 
estimated savings to taxpayers reaching 
into the billions per year. The legislation 
also aims to end all U.S. military involve- 
ment in UN military “peacekeeping” 
schemes and ban U.S. troops from serv- 
ing under UN command. Finally, the bill 
would evict the UN and its dictator- and 
spy-infested headquarters from U.S. soil. 
It would also ban any use of American 
government facilities by the global outfit, 
while stripping UN bureaucrats and “dig- 
nitaries” of diplomatic immunity. 

Citing wasted tax dollars and attacks on 
the constitutionally guaranteed liberties 
of the American people, Rogers declared 
that enough was enough. “The U.N. con- 
tinues to prove it’s an inefficient bureau- 


Inspired by Brexit: French National Front leader Marine Le Pen and Netherlands Party of Freedom 
leader Geert Wilders, both leading in national polls, are pushing a Frexit and Nexit, respectively. 


cracy and a complete waste of American 
tax dollars,” the congressman said when 
announcing his bill, echoing widespread 
concerns about the international outfit ex- 
pressed across America and worldwide. 
“Why should the American taxpayer 
bankroll an international organization that 
works against America’s interests around 
the world? The time is now to restore and 
protect American sovereignty and get out 
of the United Nations.” 


Amexit Broadly Speaking 

In addition to a U.S. withdrawal from the 
UN, former Congressman Ron Paul, the 
original author of the American Sover- 
eignty Restoration Act, called for exiting 


EUROPEAN SECESSION MOVEMENTS 


ing their independence. As soon as the results of the Brexit were announced, political 
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leaders from across the continent vowed to pursue similar referendums for their own 


people on continued subjugation to the EU. 


Dutch Freedom Party leader Geert Wilders, for example, one of the nation’s most 
popular politicians, said the Netherlands should follow the British. “I congratulate the 
British people for beating the political elite in both London and Brussels and I think we 
can do the same,” he said. “We should have a referendum about a ‘Nexit’ [Netherlands 
Exit] as soon as possible. There is no future any more [for the EU].” French political 
leaders echoed those comments, with Marine Le Pen, whose National Front Party is cur- 
rently at the top in polls for next year’s presidential election, said France should have a 
“Frexit” as soon as possible. Italians, Swedes, Spaniards, Danes, Austrians, Greeks, and 
others are also pushing to exit the EU, with large majorities in many countries demand- 
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other institutions as well. In his June 27 
column, Ron Paul seized on Brexit to de- 
clare that the United States should exit “a 
few things” as well. 

“Getting out of NATO would be a good 
first move,” the former congressman ex- 
plained. “Likewise, the US would do 
well to exit the various phony ‘free trade’ 
agreements that provide advantage to the 
well-connected elites while harming the 
rest of us. The act of exit is liberating. We 
should make a longer list of those things 
we would like to get out of. Iam only get- 
ting started.” 

For more on getting the U.S. out of en- 
tangling so-called “free trade” regimes, 
see our article on page 23. 


U.S. States’ Secession 

and Other Uses of Amexit 

Not everyone riding the Brexit wave or 
using the term Amexit shares the same 
goals, however. Even Richard Haass, the 
president of the globalist-minded Council 
on Foreign Relations, which played a key 
role getting the United States entangled in 
the UN and other international outfits to 
begin with, used the term Amexit. “Happy 
Fourth of July (or what the Founding Fa- 
thers called #Amexit),” Haass wrote on 
Twitter on July 4. 

Some have also taken the Brexit oppor- 
tunity to call for states to leave the union. 
In a column at Forbes, Doug Bandow, a 
senior fellow at the libertarian Cato In- 
stitute, said it might be good if some 
American states pushed for an “Amexit” 
from the union. “Washington, a city filled 
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with government buildings and housing 
a distinct ruling class, looks an awful lot 
like Brussels,” he argued. “Washington 
also operates much the same way, an 
overbearing Leviathan more interested 
in regulating and dictating than liberating 
and empowering. If the United Kingdom 
would do better outside of the European 
Union, might not individual and groups 
of states do better outside of the Ameri- 
can union? ... Americans would be bet- 
ter off if they slew Leviathan and started 
over. It’s time for a vote on Amexit.” One 
big problem with that, though, is that the 
U.S. Constitution already provides a 
wonderful guide to good, limited gov- 
ernment — and unfortunately it is doubt- 
ful that such a masterpiece could emerge 
in today’s political climate, even in the 
most liberty-minded and constitutional- 
ist states. Instead of withdrawing from 
the Union and starting over, states could 
insist that the U.S. government abide by 
the Constitution by declaring null and 
void unconstitutional federal laws, regu- 
lations, and edicts within their borders 
through the power of nullification. 


Anti-globalist Sentiments 
For more than half a century, The John 
Birch Society, a constitutionalist organiza- 
tion and the parent company of this maga- 
zine with chapters in all 50 states, has 
been pushing for a U.S. withdrawal from 
the UN. The organization also advocates 
withdrawing from pseudo-free trade deals 
such as NAFTA, similar to those used to 
trick Europeans into surrendering their 
independence to the EU. After the Brexit, 
JBS CEO Art Thompson said Americans 
should get active in pushing for an Amexit 
from globalist institutions that compro- 
mise the independence, liberties, and self- 
government of the American people. 

“Enough of the British people were able 
to recognize the entangling aspects of their 
alliance with the EU to vote for Brexit,” 
Thompson said. “Americans promoting 
Amexit likewise understand the problems 
with entangling alliances. Washington and 
Jefferson warned us against such alliances. 
It is time we heed their words or we will 
lose our independence, not just control 
over our own economy.” 

Indeed, the JBS position of the last 
50 years appears to be finally becoming 
“mainstream” — and there is a real pos- 
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Former Representative Ron Paul of Texas, a champion of the Constitution, first introduced the 
American Sovereignty Restoration Act to get the U.S. out of the UN in Congress back in 1997. 


sibility that, with enough education and 
organized action, Amexit can become a 
reality. Even GOP presidential candidate 
Donald Trump has indicated hostility to- 
ward globalism and globalist institutions 
generally. After Brexit, for example, 
Trump showed up in the United King- 
dom to tout national sovereignty and 
slam the globalist establishment. Sepa- 
rately, in addition to slamming the UN 
as a “political game” and NATO as “very 
obsolete,” he has also called for cancel- 
ing the UN climate regime. 

The American public generally shares 
those anti-UN sentiments, with a 2014 
Gallup poll showing that a staggering 57 
percent of Americans believed the UN 
was doing a “bad job,” versus 37 percent 
who thought it was doing a “good job.” 
More than two-thirds of Republicans 
were upset with the UN, and Independents 
were also overwhelmingly opposed. But 
even among Democrats, half thought the 
UN was doing a bad job. THE NEW AMER- 
ICAN’S online article about the latest legis- 
lation to get the United States out of the 
UN, published on June 12 of 2015, has 
become extraordinarily popular, garner- 
ing more than 217,000 Facebook “likes” 
as of July 
2016. 
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sovereignty by withdrawing from the UN 
over the years, the legislation still faces an 
uphill battle. It is currently sitting in the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee chaired 
by Representative Edward “Ed” Royce (R- 
Calif.), who will play a key role in deciding 
whether it will receive a fair hearing and 
move on to the full House for a vote by the 
American people’s elected representatives. 
Americans who support U.S. sovereignty 
and the U.S. Constitution should urge their 
representatives to take action as quickly as 
possible. 

For now, it is true that Obama would 
veto any bill to crush the UN. As efforts 
to fully restore U.S. sovereignty pro- 
ceed, though, the Republican Congress 
should completely de-fund the UN as a 
stop-gap measure. Without action, the in- 
creasingly lawless UN and the establish- 
ment behind it will continue seeking to 
further empower themselves at American 
expense — trampling on liberty and sov- 
ereignty in the process. But as the Brit- 
ish have shown the world, even the full 
weight of the establishment can be suc- 
cessfully opposed by people demanding 
their independence back. It is time for an 
Amexit! Hf 
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BREXIUT: 


RCJCC TING GLOBALISM 


The British rebuffed further membership in the EU. In response, the ruling elite made clear 
that world government is the goal and they don’t care what the “ignorant masses’ want. 
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\Note to Leave 


The “Leaves” have it: Demonstrators hold placards favoring the Brexit outside Houses of 
Parliament in London on June 15, 2016. Defying establishment predictions and expectations, the 


Brexit passed by 52 to 48 percent. 


by William F. Jasper 


arthquake. That is the predominant 
ee politicians, media com- 
mentators, and headline writers have 
been using to describe the impact of the 
“Brexit” referendum, a tectonic convulsion 
in which British voters decisively opted, on 
June 23, to exit the European Union. 
“Brexit earthquake has happened, and 
the rubble will take years to clear,” de- 
clared the title of a column by Rafael Behr 
in the U.K.’s Guardian, a stalwartly pro- 
EU, left-wing daily. “Politics as practised 
for a generation is upended,” said Behr, 
“traditional party allegiances are shred- 
ded; the prime minister’s authority is bust 
— and that is just the parochial domes- 
tic fallout. A whole continent looks on in 
trepidation. It was meant to be unthink- 
able, now the thought has become action. 
Europe cannot be the same again.” 
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Similar expressions of shock and disbe- 
lief echoed throughout the globalist firma- 
ment: “The Week Britain’s Brexit ‘Earth- 
quake’ Shook The World” (Huffington Post, 
USA); “Brexit economic shock equivalent 
to natural disaster, says OECD” (The Inde- 
pendent, U.K.); “Earthquake in Europe” (Le 
Point, France); “Brexit An ‘Earthquake’ in 
London” (Atlantic Council, USA). 

Earthquake, indeed; and the global po- 
litical, economic, social, and psychologi- 
cal tremors from the Brexit vote may be 
reverberating for many years to come. 
However, too few Americans, it seems, 
appreciate the profound significance of 
this recent seismic event, which, arguably, 
could be placed somewhere around a 9.0- 
plus on the political Richter scale. This 
American detachment is not surprising 
since our establishment media — except 
for the financial pages — largely ignored 
Brexit coverage until the final weeks and 
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days before the vote. And what sparse 
media coverage we did receive over- 
whelmingly echoed the extraordinary 
“Project Fear” propaganda campaign 
unleashed against the Brexit by British 
Prime Minister David Cameron, Ger- 
man Chancellor Angela Merkel, Presi- 
dent Barack Obama, billionaire investor 
George Soros, the International Monetary 
Fund, the global banking establishment, 
the prima donna politicos of the European 
Union, and the globalist policy elites of 
the Council on Foreign Relations (CFR) 
and British Royal Institute of International 
Affairs (RHA). According to Project Fear 
apostles, if the British voted to leave the 
EU, their economy would crash, their jobs 
and pensions would vaporize, global mar- 
kets would collapse, the seas would turn 
to blood, and Godzilla would eat London. 

Remarkably, British voters turned out 
in force anyway, and, defying all predic- 
tions and conventional “wisdom,” sent 
a resounding message: “Bye-bye, EU; 
We’re leaving!” 


Brexit: A Shot Across the Bow 

Why is that Brexit message so profoundly 
important? Well, it is the first reversal to 
“the European Project” (aka, “the Project’’) 
since the EU was launched as the Euro- 
pean Coal and Steel Community (ECSC) 
in 1951. Even more, it was a shot across 
the bow of the “New World Order,” the 
globalist scheme for world government, 
of which the European Union is the chief 
regional building block — and the model 
for all similar regional arrangements. 

In the nearly seven decades since its 
launch, “the Project” has transmogrified 
from the ECSC, an organization of six 
member states (West Germany, France, 
Italy, Belgium, the Netherlands, and Lux- 
embourg) with supranational authority 
over coal and steel production, into, next, 
the European Economic Community (the 
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According to Project Fear apostles, if the British voted 
to leave the EU, their economy would crash, their jobs 
and pensions would vaporize, global markets would 
collapse, the seas would turn to blood, and Godzilla 


would eat London. 


Common Market), then the European Com- 
munity (EC), and now, the European Union 
(EU). Each of these momentous steps has 
involved the gradual, but accelerating, 
transfer of what had previously been attri- 
butes and powers of sovereign nations to a 
centralized, shadowy bureaucracy in Brus- 
sels, Belgium. And as each of these fate- 
ful steps has been taken, European leaders 
have assured their citizens that the develop- 
ing Project would safeguard the essential 
features of their national sovereignty and 
independence, and that the new European 
collective would be characterized by trans- 
parency and accountability. The actual ex- 
perience has been quite the opposite, with 
unaccountable, corrupt elites in Brussels 
constantly taking more and more money, 
and usurping more and more power — and 


W. 


then using that power and money to coerce 
and bribe national politicians and constitu- 
encies into providing still more power and 
money to the Eurocrat elites. 

But angry British voters have said, 
“Enough! No More! We’re taking our 
country back!” The Brexit vote is a stiff 
rebuke to the economic and political “in- 
tegration and harmonization” process that 
in Eurospeak is also known as “widening 
and deepening,” the constant adding of 
new members (widening) and the relent- 
less usurpation of jurisdiction over more 
and more domestic affairs (deepening). 

This inexorable usurpation process has 
proceeded by mere bureaucratic edict, as 
well as via deceptive treaties with hidden 
agendas that are only discovered years or 
decades after ratification. These include 
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Victory at last? After battling for more than two decades to leave the EU, Nigel Farage (center) 


announced, after the Brexit victory, his plans to step down as leader of the United Kingdom 


Independence Party. 
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the Treaty of Rome (1957), the European 
Communities Act (1972), the Single Euro- 
pean Act (1986), the Schengen Agreement 
(1990), the Maastricht Treaty (1992), the 
Amsterdam Treaty (1998), the Treaty of 
Nice (2000), and the Lisbon Treaty (2007). 
The 1957 Treaty of Rome, now considered 
the comerstone of the EU legal documents, 
called for “an ever closer union,” a phrase 
that has become much hated by indepen- 
dence-minded citizens who recognize in 
it the psychological germ for the inces- 
sant push for economic and political union 
under a centralized superstate. 

Of the numerous EU usurpation issues 
that have rankled British voters (fishery 
policies, agricultural subsidies, regulatory 
overkill, taxation, criminal justice, defense 
and social policies, etc.), the one that has 
played the most crucial role in the recent 
referendum has been the matter of migration 
and refugees. The massive refugee/migrant 
crisis of 2015 — which is continuing un- 
abated — was the wake-up call. A continu- 
ation of this dangerous trend would spell na- 
tional and cultural suicide. Having given up 
control over their borders to the EU under 
the 1990 Schengen Agreement, EU mem- 
ber states watched helplessly as 1.5 million 
“refugees” — overwhelmingly Muslim — 
flooded into Europe during 2015, thanks 
to the connivance of EU and United Na- 
tions officials. Fortunately for Ireland and 
the United Kingdom, they had opted out of 
Schengen — which the EU insists is only a 
temporary exemption — and were able to 
assert control over their borders. Neverthe- 
less, the Cameron government, like the La- 
bour governments before him, has allowed 
hundreds of thousands more EU migrants 
— including Muslim “refugees” — into the 
U.K. than he had originally claimed. 


Elites vs. the People 

The Brexit victory was a victory for Brit- 
ish people over their “betters,” the elite 
governing classes and chattering classes 
of Big Government, Big Media, Big Fi- 
nance, and Big Business. But the anti- 
Brexit, pro-EU elites are not accepting the 
mandate of the referendum. When they 
were more confident the vote would go 
their way, they insisted the results of the 
referendum would be “irreversible.” Now 
a rising, orchestrated chorus of voices is 
insisting “No” doesn’t mean no, “Out” 
doesn’t mean out, “Leave” doesn’t mean 
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Obama’s “orderly” Brexit: Speaking at the Global Entrepreneur Summit on June 24, 2016, 
President Obama announced U.S. support for the EU and an “orderly” exit of Britain from the EU. 


leave — and “Brexit” doesn’t mean that 
Britain can, should, or must exit the Eu- 
ropean Union. In fact, says the chorus, it 
means that the ignorant “Leave” voters 
should be ignored, and either Parliament 
(or a second, third, or fourth referendum) 
should decide. In other words, we’ll keep 
redoing the referendum until U.K. vot- 
ers reach the “correct” outcome, i.e., to 
remain in the EU. As we will show, this 
tactic has been used repeatedly to overturn 
referendum verdicts that contradicted the 
globalists’ “ever closer union” mandate. 

“Brexit was a rejection of Britain’s 
governing elite. Too bad the elites 
were right.” That’s the title of an ar- 
ticle by one of the elites’ veteran agents, 
Jeremy Shapiro, now research director for 
the European Council on Foreign Rela- 
tions (ECFR) and a senior fellow at the 
Brookings Institution. Formerly, he was a 
hand at the Obama/Clinton State Depart- 
ment, where he advised Clinton and As- 
sistant Secretary of State Philip Gordon 
(CFR) on North Africa (i.e., the “Arab 
Spring” policies that put al-Qaeda and 
Muslim Brotherhood regimes in place 
in Egypt, Libya, etc.) and as an advisor 
to General Stanley McChrystal (CFR), 
where he helped formulate our disastrous 
policies in Afghanistan. 

Shapiro charges the Brexit vote shows 
that “like turkeys voting for Christmas, the 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 


British have opted to weaken their econ- 
omy, reduce their international standing, 
and create massive uncertainty at a time 
when the world really doesn’t need it. All 
in the name of the abstract concepts of ‘in- 
dependence’ and ‘sovereignty.’” 

Typical of the arrogance of the global- 
ist elites, Shapiro denigrates independence 
and sovereignty as “abstract concepts,” 
while prostrating himself in worship of 
equally abstract concepts of interdepen- 
dence, unity, and globalization. 

Shapiro is a typical globalist voice in 
that “Remainian” chorus. “Why did this 
happen?” he asks rhetorically. “In the 
face of strong arguments from most main- 
stream politicians and experts of all kinds 
that leaving the EU would be disastrous 
for the country, why did so many Britons 
still choose to do it?” 

Shapiro answers his own questions with 
the only statement in his essay that rings 
true: “It has to do with a growing divide 
between the governing and the governed.” 
He’s absolutely correct with that observa- 
tion; there is indeed a “growing divide be- 
tween the governing and the governed.” 
But then he veers off into the predictable 
globalist defense of the governing elites 
and an excoriation of the ignorant, un- 
grateful governed. 

Who, according to the ECFR’s Shap- 
iro, are the “mainstream politicians and 
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experts of all kinds” whom the ignorant 
Brexit booboisie have defied? Why, such 
impartial authorities as George Soros, 
President Obama, and U.K. Treasury chief 
George Osborne! And one of the links he 
provides is to an anti-Brexit piece from 
(surprise!) The Economist (a propaganda 
organ for the Fabian Socialists and one- 
world elites for the better part of a cen- 
tury) that reverently cites Osborne, Bank 
of England governor Mark Carney (of 
Goldman Sachs), IMF chief Christine La- 
garde, and the Organization for Economic 
Co-operation and Development — all de- 
vout members of the globalist “Project 
Fear” choir. 

Shapiro, of course, is but one of many 
internationalists singing the praises of the 
Brussels elites and shrilly condemning the 
peasant, know-nothing Brexiteers. 

Among those joining him in this effort is 
CFR member James Traub, a contributing 
writer to the New York Times and Foreign 
Policy (both of which are globalist, CFR- 
aligned echo chambers), and a fellow at the 
Center on International Cooperation. 

Traub is even more blatantly arrogant 
than Shapiro, entitling his June 28 Foreign 
Policy piece: “It’s Time for the Elites to 
Rise Up Against the Ignorant Masses.” 

And just to leave no doubt regarding 
his elitist disdain for the populist igno- 
ramuses, he tells us in his subtitle: “The 
Brexit has laid bare the political schism 
of our time. It’s not about the left vs. the 
right; it’s about the sane vs. the mind- 
lessly angry.” 

“The schism we see opening before us 
is not just about policies, but about real- 
ity,” says Traub. The Brexit vote won, he 
declares, because the “ignorant people” 
believed the “lying” and “cynical” Brexi- 
teers. “Did I say ‘ignorant?’” Traub asks. 
“Yes, I did,” he answers, then continues: 
“It is necessary to say that people are de- 
luded and that the task of leadership is to 
un-delude them. Is that ‘elitist’? Maybe it 
is; maybe we have become so inclined to 
celebrate the authenticity of all personal 
conviction that it is now elitist to believe 
in reason, expertise, and the lessons of 
history.” 

The elite denizens of the globalism/ 
one-worldism/world government camp 
have come out in force to decry the peas- 
ant uprising and to argue that the Brexit 
vote, which they had previously declared 
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European leaders have assured their citizens that 


the developing Project would safeguard the essential 


features of their national sovereignty and independence, 


and that the new European collective would be 


characterized by transparency and accountability. The 


actual experience has been quite the opposite. 


would be “irreversible” (when they were 
confident they would win), should now 
be reversed. The globalist insiders of the 
Council on Foreign Relations, Chatham 
House (formally known as the Royal 
Institute for International Affairs), the 
Brookings Institution, the Trilateral Com- 
mission, the Bilderberg Group, World 
Economic Forum (WEF), Aspen Insti- 
tute, and the like, are at pains to insist 
that not only is it possible and desirable 
to ignore and reverse the results of the 
Brexit referendum, but it is absolutely es- 
sential to do so. Some members of this 
choir of organized internationalists bel- 
low in belligerent tones like Shapiro and 
Traub, while others coo in softer, more 
“reasonable” and conciliatory tones, aim- 
ing at different audiences, but united in 
the same purpose. 


The Remainian Chorus 
Other prominent bellowers and cooers in 
the Remainian chorus include: 

Ben S. Bernanke — Former chairman 
of the Board of Governors of the Federal 
Reserve System, Bernanke joined the 
Brookings Institution as a “Distinguished 
Fellow in Residence” following his stint 
at the Fed. The key focus, he says in his 
Brookings blog, must be to keep the EU’s 
“overall integration process” going strong. 

George Soros — In addition to pen- 
ning a number of pro-Remain articles 
and providing generous funding to the 
anti-Brexit side, the billionaire investor/ 
currency manipulator (and CFR member/ 
donor) joined a number of prominent fel- 
low one-worlders in signing the pro-EU/ 
anti-Brexit declaration entitled, “‘The 
World Will Not Stop’: A Statement from 
Leading Europeans,” promoted by the Eu- 
ropean Council on Foreign Relations. 

Peter Sutherland — A leader of the Tri- 
lateral Commission, Bilderberg Group, 
ECFR, Chatham House, Goldman Sachs, 
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and a former EU Commissioner, Suther- 
land is the United Nations special repre- 
sentative for international migration who 
is largely responsible for the disastrous 
refugee/migration tsunami that is swamp- 
ing Europe and fanning the flames of 
Brexit fever across the EU. However, far 
from showing any contrition for his role in 
the migration crisis, the ardent Europhile 
has been defiant in press statements and 
media appearances. Leaving the EU, he 
declares, would be “an act of insanity.” 
Richard Haass — As president of the 
Council on Foreign Relations, Haass is an 
outspoken opponent of Brexit and a devo- 
tee of European political and economic 
integration as a regional steppingstone to 
world government. Appearing on CNBC 
following the vote, he declared the Brexit 
“is playing with history, and people are 
going to look back on this and they’re 
going to say, ‘This was a colossal mis- 
take.’” The Brexit vote shows the “dan- 
ger of governing by referendum,” Haass 
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argued. “People went to the polls without 
the full understanding of the consequences 
of what they were setting in motion.” 
Martin Wolf — As chief financial com- 
mentator at the establishment Financial 
Times, one of the U.K.’s principal organs of 
globalism, Wolf is a key EU propagandist 
for “an ever closer union,” and one of the 
most influential faux journalists who is a 
regular attendee at the secretive Bilderberg 
conferences. In his post-Brexit column, 
“Brexit Will Reconfigure the UK Econo- 
my,” which the CFR website placed at the 
top of its “Must Reads of the Week,” Wolf 
worries that Brexit represents “a revolt 
against the establishment — political, eco- 
nomic and commercial. Meanwhile, those 
who consider themselves losers and those 
who resent the changes in their country, 
notably the mass immigration, have won. 
They have torn down the structures built up 
by the establishment over half a century.” 


The Empire Strikes Back 

The globalist elites are raging and conniv- 
ing; they do not accept rejection and they 
do not intend to honor the popular man- 
date delivered by the Brexit referendum. 
They are not about to settle for Britain 
actually leaving the Project. However, it 
is not only British Euroskeptics who are 
becoming increasingly aware of the tyran- 
nical agenda behind the soothing EU rhet- 
oric and promises. As our article on page 
10 makes clear, the “ignorant masses” all 


Big Brexit loser: Billionaire investor George Soros is a major promoter of the European Union 
and major funder of anti-Brexit groups. He is seen here on the 2014 media tour for his book, The 
Tragedy of the European Union: Disintegration or Revival? 
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Revote demand: Tim Farron 


(shown), leader of the Liberal Democrats, called for a revote after 


Brexit went the “wrong” way. Others calling for a redo include former Prime Minister Tony Blair, 
Health Secretary Jeremy Hunt, and Member of Parliament David Lammy. 


over Europe are getting clued in to the 
(now not-so-hidden) agenda, and “Brexit 
contagion” is spreading. 

And not a moment too soon; the organ- 
ized globalists have all but closed the trap 
they have skillfully laid in place over the 
course of decades. The CFR and RIIA 
insiders, who were the key operatives in 
launching the EU Project after World War 
IL, are still pulling all the strings they can 
to turn the Brexit victory to defeat — and 
they will succeed, unless resolute, in- 
formed action is taken by “Brexiteers” all 
over the world. And truly informed action 
cannot be taken without an understanding 
of the truly conspiratorial, evil nature of 
the EU Project, beneath its phony patina of 
“peace,” “unity,” and “cooperation.” 

The most informative account of the con- 
spiratorial history of the Common Market/ 
EU and the role of the American and Brit- 
ish elite insiders in organizing the move- 
ment for a United Europe can be found in 
a six-part report on the Common Market 
that appeared in installments in the author- 
itative H. du B. Reports during 1972 and 
1973. Written by the late Hilaire du Ber- 
rier, who published his superbly researched 
intelligence reports from Monte Carlo, Mo- 
naco, for more than 30 years, the “Story of 
the Common Market” series detailed the 
intrigues of the CFR-RI[A-Atlantic Coun- 
cil-Bilderberger-Trilateral Commission 
elites. Du Berrier, who was for many years 
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a contributing editor to this magazine, as 
well as its predecessor, American Opinion, 
was one of the few informed experts expos- 
ing the globalist EU scheme decades before 
the threat became patently obvious to all 
except the willfully blind. His in-depth re- 
search informed this writer’s early articles 
on the Common Market/EU, including my 
detailed history article, “United States of 
Europe,” which appeared in the April 10, 
1989 issue of THE NEw AMERICAN (and is 
available online). 

“The CFR,” wrote du Berrier in Janu- 
ary 1973, “saw the Common Market 
from the first as a regional government to 
which more and more nations would be 
added until the world government which 
[the] UN had failed to bring about would 
be realized. At a favorable point in the 
Common Market’s development America 
would be brought in. But the American 
public had to be softened first and leaders 
groomed for the change-over.” The CFR- 
RIIA globalists are now — more than 40 
years after du Berrier’s prophetic warn- 
ing — pushing ahead with the scheme to 
“bring in” America, by way of the Trans- 
atlantic Trade and Investment Partnership 
(TTIP), as we explain on page 23. 

Right now the elites are moving to 
sabotage the Brexit, using pages ripped 
from their playbook that have worked in 
the past. The most obvious ploy, which is 
being promoted by many influential fig- 
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ures, is to call for a revote, a tactic that 
has paid off repeatedly for the Eurofed- 
eralists. When Danish voters rejected the 
Maastricht Treaty in 1992, for instance, 
they were forced into a revote the fol- 
lowing year. And after being subjected 
to a months-long campaign of sustained 
threats, bribes, promises, and propaganda, 
they caved in and adopted the Maastricht 
accord. In 2005, French and Dutch voters 
turned thumbs down on the proposed EU 
Constitution, providing one of the big- 
gest defeats in the Project’s history. That 
obstacle was overcome by the globalists, 
however, with the simple maneuver of re- 
labeling the EU Constitution as the Lis- 
bon Treaty and imposing it as treaty law. 
When Ireland, the only country that held a 
national referendum on the Lisbon Treaty, 
rejected it in 2008, they were subjected to 
a revote the following year. Again, after 
much threatening, bribing, and politick- 
ing, the outcome was reversed. 

In the case of Brexit, no sooner had 
the earthquake rumbled than the “revote” 
lobby was out in force, among whom are 
former British Prime Minister Tony Blair; 
Health Secretary Jeremy Hunt (a mem- 
ber of Cameron’s Conservative Party and 
a member of Parliament); Tim Farron, 
leader of the Liberal Democrats; Jarostaw 
Kaczynski, former Polish prime minister; 
Sorin Moisa, member of the European 
Parliament; Philip Stephens, columnist for 
the Financial Times; Baroness Oona King, 
a Labour Party member of Parliament — 
and many more. 

Of course, one of the most troubling 
developments is the selection (by Parlia- 
ment) of Theresa May to replace Cameron 
as prime minister and leader of the Conser- 
vative Party. Not only was she a disaster 
on migration/refugees as David Cameron’s 
home secretary, but she campaigned against 
Brexit. Her assurances that she will now 
honor the desire of the electorate and use 
her new office to negotiate a new Euro- 
sceptic relationship with the EU is hardly 
reassuring; Tony Blair, David Cameron, 
and other occupants of 10 Downing Street 
have made similar pledges — before jump- 
ing into bed with the Eurofederalists. 

Brexit was an important shot across the 
bow, but the battle for sovereignty and for 
genuine representative government, and 
against plutocratic absolutism, continues 
— and will intensify. 
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ECU AS MOGCL FOR IPP, TiiP 


The British voted to leave the EU, even as the United States is contemplating joining the 
TPP and TTIP “trade pacts” that will bind the United States in EU-style arrangements. 


Bipartisan opposition: Liberal-left House Democrats announce opposition to the 5,554-page 
TPP (stacked beside them) at a November 19, 2015 press conference. They join sovereignty- and 
Constitution-protecting Republicans in this fight — though for different reasons. 


by William F. Jasper 


wo massive and dangerous “trade” 
agreements, the Transatlantic Trade 
and Investment Partnership (TTIP) 

and the Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) 
loom on the near horizon. Like icebergs of 
doom, they lie mostly submerged, threaten- 
ing to rip asunder the hulls of all sovereign 
ships of state that dare to sail their waters. 
We place the word “trade” in quotation 
marks because these twin pacts, which 
the Obama administration has listed as top 
priority items on its overall agenda, run to 
thousands of pages and establish interna- 
tional “rules” for hundreds of domestic is- 
sues that have nothing to do with traditional 
notions of trade, ranging from farming, 
banking, mining, fishing, manufacturing, 
immigration, migration, and labor, to en- 
vironment, insurance, intellectual property, 
textiles, etc. If the federal Fair Packaging 
and Labeling Act were applied to the TTIP 
and TPP, then President Obama, former 
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Secretary of State Hillary Clinton, current 
Secretary of State John Kerry, U.S. Trade 
Ambassador Michael Froman, and all the 
rest of the negotiators of these fraudulent 
and deceptive deals would be arrested for 
criminal misrepresentation, not to mention 
the even more serious charges that they 
could (and should) be hit with for pushing 
these schemes to destroy our national sov- 
ereignty and the constitutional order they 
have sworn to defend. 

The TPP treaty is an incomprehensible 
labyrinth of legalese running to 5,544 
pages (longer than the Bible, the complete 
works of Shakespeare, or J.R.R. Tolkien’s 
Lord of the Rings trilogy). Negotiated in 
total secrecy (despite promises of “trans- 
parency”), the TPP proposes “integration” 
that would entangle the United States in 
the political and economic affairs of 11 Pa- 
cific Rim member states: Australia, Bru- 
nei, Canada, Chile, Japan, Malaysia, Mex- 
ico, New Zealand, Peru, Singapore, and 
Vietnam. That’s the current membership, 


but there are already plans to “widen” it 
to include more nations, including Com- 
munist China and Russia. 

Likewise, the still-secret Transatlantic 
Trade and Investment Partnership calls for 
“deep and comprehensive” integration be- 
tween the United States and the European 
Union, now comprised of 28 member 
states (27, if the British follow through on 
the “Brexit” referendum mandate to exit 
the EU). 

And that’s another kicker: The inte- 
gration of the United States and the EU 
would mean the United States would be 
bound by the same stifling, all-encom- 
passing, top-down rules (issued either by 
the unelected EU bureaucrats in Brussels 
or another international entity) that the 
British just voted to escape from with the 
Brexit vote — and that many other coun- 
tries wish to vote to reject (see the article 
on page 17) but can’t because the elites in 
their governments are stopping them. 

The British were right to reject the EU 
because the consequences of remaining in 
the EU were astoundingly bad, including 
authoritarian government, without voter 
input on most issues; a rapidly inflating 
currency that political elites print and use 
to favor one country or group over another 
to maintain power and guide policy; out- 
of-control immigration, which has steadi- 
ly led to cultural conflict and increased 
spending on welfare, hurting the employ- 
ment picture; and rules covering every 
aspect of daily life, including the size and 
shapes of fruit that are allowed to be sold, 
which are simply stultifying. 

The Brexit vote on June 23 was an as- 
tounding rebuke, not only to the pro-EU 
elites of all three major British parties, but 
to the entire globalist lobby worldwide. In 
announcing their demand to leave the Euro- 
pean Union, British voters signaled the first 
major reversal in the nearly seven-decade 
march toward a European superstate. Year 
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The TPP treaty is an incomprehensible labyrinth of 
legalese running to 5,544 pages (longer than the 
Bible, the complete works of Shakespeare, J.R.R. 
Tolkien’s Lord of the Rings trilogy, or the complete 


Harry Potter series). 


after year, decade after decade, the EU has 
expanded, inexorably adding new member 
states, as well as claiming new powers and 
jurisdictions, and proliferating new institu- 
tions, agencies, and offices. 

Unchastened by the clear Brexit mes- 
sage, EU leaders are grabbing for ad- 
ditional power. Immediately following 
the Brexit vote, German Foreign Minis- 
ter Frank-Walter Steinmeier and French 
Foreign Minister Jean-Marc Ayrault held 
a secret meeting to push forward on EU 
control over military policy, foreign af- 
fairs, border control, and migration/refu- 
gee policy. Leaked texts of their plans are 
stirring outrage throughout Europe. 

Also generating controversy and worry 
among the EU’s populace is the clear intent 
of political elites to stop the Brexit though 
the British voted for it. While the elites are 
publicly making pretense of accepting this 
huge setback to their evolving EU Proj- 
ect, they are working furiously behind the 
scenes to sabotage the Brexit process, drag 
out “negotiation,” and ensure that Britain 
never actually leaves the EU. 

The Obama administration and the 
pro-EU governments of European Union 
member states are sending intentionally 
mixed signals. On the one hand, Presi- 
dent Obama, German Chancellor An- 
gela Merkel, French President Francois 
Hollande, and other committed globalist 
politicians are publicly stating that they 
accept the will of the British voters and 
will cooperate in speeding an orderly exit 
of Britain from the EU, even as they dis- 
cuss plans to undo the voters’ wishes (see 
article on page 17). 


Amexit Now to Avoid EU Trap 

Without intending in any way to dimin- 
ish the heroic effort carried out by the 
Brexiteers in securing their referendum 
victory, it is important we point out that 
they are still a long way from actually ex- 
tricating themselves from the multitude 


24 


of EU snares that currently entrap them. 
When joining the EU in its earlier incar- 
nation known as the Common Market (or 
EEC, European Economic Community), 
the British people never intended to yield 
up control over all aspects of their lives 
to eurocrats in Brussels. They thought 
— because they were repeatedly, falsely 
assured by deceitful politicians and their 
media allies — that they were merely en- 
tering a “trade” agreement to bring about 
more jobs, commerce, and prosperity. Ev- 
erything would be peachy! Popular author 
and columnist Sir Peregrine Worsthorne 
wrote in London’s Sunday Telegraph in 
1991: “Twenty years ago, when the pro- 
cess began, there was no question of los- 
ing sovereignty. That was a lie, or at any 
rate, a dishonest obfuscation.” 

Although the EU lies and obfuscation 
were becoming increasingly apparent 
when Sir Peregrine made that observation, 
it would take an additional quarter of a 
century of arduous educating and organiz- 
ing to build the understanding and popu- 
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EU superstate: Shown here in France before 


lar support needed to make the break from 
the fast-encroaching EU superstate. And it 
is still not a fait accompli. Meanwhile, in 
France, Germany, the Netherlands, Italy, 
Greece, Austria, and other EU member 
states, large, popular movements are under 
way for Brexit-style referendums. But, 
particularly because these countries, unlike 
Britain, have given up economic sover- 
eignty by adopting the euro currency, they 
are working against even greater odds than 
the Brexiteers, and their success is far from 
certain. Will they be able to break free and 
regain their independent, self-governing 
status as genuine, sovereign nations, or 
will they fail, and end up being absorbed as 
mere administrative units of the EU super- 
state? No one knows, at this point. 

The lessons for America should be 
obvious: We can avoid the calamitous 
experience of Europe under the increas- 
ingly tyrannical rule of the EU elites. We 
can do that by enforcing our own Amexit 
— before these new “trade” agreements 
can get off the ground and entrap us in an 
oppressive EU-style integration scheme. 
The TTIP/TPP architects have stated they 
hope to move these new projects through 
the same process as the EU, but ona vastly 
accelerated schedule — taking only years 
to accomplish what has taken decades in 
Europe. 

And the time to pressure American 
leaders to reject TPP and TTIP is grow- 
ing short. 
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the Brexit, French Foreign Minister Jean-Marc Ayrault 


(left) and his German counterpart, Frank-Walter Steinmeier, met after the Brexit vote to promote a 
secret fast-track plan for merging EU military, police, intelligence, immigration, taxation, etc. 
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“Global governance”: Senator Jeff Sessions 


What is the current timeline on TTIP/ 
TPP action? We cannot say, for certain; 
leaders in Congress and in the various glo- 
balist lobbying groups have been sending 
mixed signals as to whether there may be 
a vote on TPP before the end of the year. 
Some are suggesting it could be brought 
to a vote after the November elections 
during a lame-duck Congress; others are 
saying it will be delayed until early next 
year. Regardless of when it comes to a 
vote, it is still vitally important to reg- 
ister staunch opposition to members of 
the House and Senate now; otherwise the 
globalist banking, corporate, and political 
lobbies — which are very powerful, well 
funded, and highly organized — will ram 
through their EU-style TPP. 

The most trenchant critic of the TPP 
in Congress is Senator Jeff Sessions (R- 
Ala.), who has fearlessly denounced the 
agreement, including its features that 
bear an unmistakable and ominous re- 
semblance to the structures of the Euro- 
pean Union. Commenting on the long- 
secret pact after it was finally released by 
the Obama administration last November, 
Senator Sessions warned: “At bottom, 
this is not a mere trade agreement. It 
bears the hallmarks of a nascent Euro- 
pean Union.” 

“These 5,554 pages are like the Lil- 
liputians binding down Gulliver,” the 
Alabama solon declared. “They will en- 
mesh our great country, and economy, in 
a global commission where bureaucrats 
from Brunei have the same vote as the 
United States.” 
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(R-Ala.) rightly describes the TPP as a “nascent 
European Union” aimed at “global governance,” ensnaring the United States like “the Lilliputians 
binding down Gulliver.” 


According to Senator Sessions, under 
the verbiage about trade and jobs, the 
TPP is hiding an entirely new governance 
system, one that would gradually sup- 
plant our own. “Among the TPP’s endless 
pages are rules for labor, environment, im- 
migration and every aspect of global com- 
merce — and a new international regula- 
tory structure to promulgate, implement, 
and enforce these rules,” he warns. “This 
new structure is known as the Trans-Pa- 
cific Partnership Commission — a Pacific 
Union — which meets, appoints unelected 
bureaucrats, adopts rules, and changes the 
agreement after adoption.” 

According to the TPP treaty, this new 
TPP Commission — modeled after the EU 
Commission — would have authority to: 

* “consider any matter relating to 
the implementation or operation of this 
Agreement”; 

¢ “consider any proposal to amend or 
modify this Agreement”; 

¢ “supervise the work of all committees 
and working groups established under this 
Agreement”; and, 

« “merge or dissolve any subsidiary 
bodies established under this Agreement 
in order to improve the functioning of this 
Agreement.” 

The senator warns that, like the Europe- 
an Union, the Pacific Union could, among 
other things, take immigration and migra- 
tion of foreign workers out of the hands of 
national governments. The text states: “No 
Party shall adopt or maintain ... measures 
that impose limitations on the total number 
of natural persons that may be employed 
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in a particular service sector.” The dev- 
asting (and ongoing) migration/refugee/ 
terrorism crisis in Europe underscores the 
very real danger loss of sovereignty in this 
area represents. 

“The predictable and surely desired 
result of the TPP is to put greater dis- 
tance between the governed and those 
who govern,” warned Senator Sessions. 
“It puts those who make the rules out of 
reach of those who live under them.” Is 
not resistance to this same type of tyran- 
nical elitism what the Brexit revolt was 
all about? 

Although the official text of the TTIP is 
still secret, the parts that have leaked out 
confirm that it shares all the same subver- 
sive features of the TPP. That is what one 
would expect, since virtually all of the key 
individuals crafting the TTIP and TPP are 
members of the shadowy world govern- 
ment organizations that put together the 
scheme for the United Nations and EU fol- 
lowing World War II: the Council on For- 
eign Relations (CFR) in the United States 
and the Royal Institute for International 
Affairs (RITA) in England. These one- 
worlders have repeatedly stated their inten- 
tions of using regional integration schemes 
as steppingstones to global integration and 
governance under the United Nations and 
the World Trade Organization. 

In 1994, high-level UN poohbah Robert 
Muller declared: “I hope that more regional 
communities will be created, following the 
example of the European Union, so that 
the UN can be transformed soon into a true 
World Union.” Muller, who for 40 years 
held the post of assistant secretary-general 
of the UN, was also creator of the UN’s 
World Core Curriculum and chancellor 
of the UN’s University for Peace. Muller 
praised regional blocs such as the EU as “a 
great hope for peace and building blocks 
for the World Community or Union.” 

The experience of the British people 
under the EU provides us with fair warn- 
ing; we ignore it at our own grave peril. 
We would be wise to strike a pre-emptive 
“Amexit” blow against the TTIP and TPP 
and shoot them both down in Congress be- 
fore they can get their feet in the door. And 
then we must bring about an Amexit from 
the UN, the WTO, NAFTA, CAFTA, and 
all other regional building blocks of the 
globalists’ envisioned “World Community 
or Union.” 
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Bypass Bennet? 


Senator Michael Bennet is a reliable vote for President Obama’s agenda, even defying 
many Democrats in the process. 


by Christian Gomez 


enator Michael Farrand Bennet 
S of Colorado is a liberal Democrat 

seeking reelection in what could 
be a competitive race in the Centennial 
State. On March 20, 2016, The Hill list- 
ed Colorado as number eight on its list 
of “10 Senate seats most likely to flip 
in 2016.” However, a more recent list 
published by The Hill on June 6, 2016 
no longer mentions Colorado or Senator 
Bennet. Politico's “Campaign Pro” race 
ranking, which as of July considers Col- 
orado the ninth most vulnerable Senate 
seat this year, noted, “Republicans can’t 
find anyone to take on Democratic Sen. 
Michael Bennet.” As a result, Bennet no 
longer appears as vulnerable as he did at 
the start of the year. 

Regardless of the party politics in- 
volved, Bennet is not likely to earn the 
approval of Colorado constitutionalist vot- 
ers. According to THE NEW AMERICAN’S 
“Freedom Index,” which measures the fi- 
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delity of congressmen to the Constitution 
based upon their votes in either the House 
or Senate, Bennet maintains a dismal cu- 
mulative score of eight percent. 

Bennet was initially appointed to the 
Senate by then-Governor Bill Ritter, 
when then-Senator Ken Salazar resigned 
to accept the position of secretary of the 
interior in the newly inaugurated Obama 
administration. Bennet was sworn in to the 
Senate on January 21, 2009, the day after 
Barack Obama’s first presidential inaugu- 
ration, and he has remained there, a loyal 
supporter of President Obama’s policies. 
In 2010, as an incumbent, Bennet faced 
his first senatorial election. 

During the 2010 election, Bennet gar- 
nered the endorsement of various radical 
leftist organizations. The Council for a 
Livable World, a Washington, D.C.-based 
non-profit organization dedicated to total 
nuclear disarmament of the United States, 
endorsed Senator Bennet. Founded in 
1962 by Hungarian nuclear physicist and 
longtime ardent Soviet supporter Leo Szi- 


lard, the Council for a Livable World has 
typically endorsed progressive Democrats 
who agree with their disarmament objec- 
tives. The council’s endorsement of Ben- 
net read in part: 


For many years, Bennet has had a 
strong commitment to national se- 
curity issues. He supports President 
Obama’s efforts to negotiate a new 
treaty with Russia for reciprocal 
deep cuts in nuclear arsenals as well 
as ratification of the Comprehensive 
Nuclear Test Ban Treaty. He supports 
the President’s goal of securing and 
retrieving nuclear weapons-usable 
materials worldwide and the Kis- 
singer-Schultz-Nunn-Perry vision 
of moving toward a world free of 
nuclear weapons. 


Bennet also won the endorsement of the 
Alliance for Retired Americans, a self- 
described “progressive retiree organiza- 
tion,” established with the help of the 
AFL-CIO. Furthermore, Planned Par- 
enthood Action Fund, the self-described 
“advocacy and political arm of Planned 
Parenthood,” which is the nation’s larg- 
est abortion provider, also endorsed Ben- 
net in 2010. In its endorsement of Ben- 
net, Cecile Richards, the president of 
Planned Parenthood Action Fund, said, 
“The Planned Parenthood Action Fund is 
proud to endorse Senator Michael Ben- 
net. In the U.S. Senate, Michael Ben- 
net has been a passionate advocate for 
women and women’s reproductive rights 
and made it a priority to promote and pro- 
tect women’s health.” 


Abortion 

Considering Bennet’s record on abortion, 
it is hardly surprising that he received 
the endorsement of Planned Parenthood. 
In his first week in office, Senator Ben- 
net voted against an amendment offered 
by Senator Mel Martinez (R-Fla.) to the 
Children’s Health Insurance bill (H.R. 
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Bennet’s backers: Planned Parenthood Action Fund, the advocacy and political arm of Planned 


2) to reinstate the “Mexico City” policy 
that then-newly inaugurated President 
Obama overturned on January 23, 2009 
via an executive order. Initially enacted 
by President Ronald Reagan, the “Mexico 
City” policy prohibited U.S. foreign aid 
from going to organizations that provide 
or promote abortions overseas. In voting 
against Martinez’ amendment, Bennet 
supported President Obama’s position of 
allowing U.S. taxpayer dollars in the form 
of foreign aid, which is in itself unconsti- 
tutional, to fund the facilitation of abor- 
tions abroad. 

On December 8, 2009, during consid- 
eration of the Patient Protection and Af- 
fordable Care Act (H.R. 3590), which 
became ObamaCare, Bennet voted to 
table (or kill) an amendment from pro- 
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life Democrat Senator Ben Nelson of Ne- 
braska that would have prohibited the use 
of any funds authorized by the healthcare 
“reform” bill to directly pay for abortions 
or any health insurance plans that would 
cover abortions. Again, in voting against 
this sensible right-to-life measure, Bennet 
sided with President Obama’s desire that 
access to abortions be covered. In 2010, 
Bennet voted for the unconstitutional 
ObamaCare legislation, which at the time 
of its passage did not include protections 
for the unborn or provisions against fed- 
eral funding of abortion. 

In 2011, Bennet also voted against 
House Concurrent Resolution 36, which 
would have directed the clerk of the 
House of Representatives to make a cor- 
rection to the enrollment of the Depart- 
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Parenthood, originally endorsed Bennet for the Senate in 2010 because of his staunch support of 


abortion “rights.” 
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ment of Defense and Full-Year Continu- 
ing Appropriations Act to bar the use of 
any funding authorized by the bill for 
Planned Parenthood. 

On Twitter, Bennet recently applauded 
the Supreme Court’s 5-3 decision in Whole 
Womans Health v. Hellerstedt, in which 
the court struck down a Texas law requir- 
ing abortion providers to meet the same 
basic health standards as ambulatory sur- 
gical centers and to have admitting privi- 
leges at a hospital within a 30-mile radius. 
“#SCOTUS ruling correctly strikes down 
restrictions on women’s health. Women 
should be empowered to make choices 
best for them & family,” Bennet tweeted 
on June 27, 2016. 


Gun Control 

Whereas Senator Bennet opposes any re- 
strictions to what he deems as a “woman’s 
right to choose,” despite the lack of any 
such “right” to an abortion in the Con- 
stitution or any provision empowering 
the federal government to trump state 
anti-abortion laws, he is not so lenient 
when it comes to the /egitimate right of 
law-abiding citizens to purchase or pos- 
sess the firearm of their choosing, which 
is protected by the Second Amendment to 
the Constitution. 

Like many liberal Democrats, Senator 
Bennet does not adhere to a strict inter- 
pretation of the Second Amendment. He 
favors greater government oversight over 
firearm purchases and the tools necessary 
for the federal government to develop a 
national database or registry of law-abid- 
ing gun buyers. 

In 2011, during consideration of the Pa- 
triot Act extension bill (S. 990), Bennet 
voted for a motion to kill an amendment 
by Senator Rand Paul (R-Ky.) to prohibit 
Patriot Act searches of firearm records 
of American citizens without a warrant 
and other protections under the Fourth 
Amendment. Gun Owners of America, 
which supported Senator Paul’s amend- 
ment, warned: 


Without Paul’s exemption, it is pos- 
sible that the BATFE [Bureau of 
Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Ex- 
plosives] could go to a secret (FISA) 
court, and, in a one-party (ex parte) 
proceeding, obtain an order to pro- 
duce every 4473 [firearms transac- 
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tion record] in the country, ostensibly 
because a “terrorism investigation” 
requires it. If such an action were 
taken, the government would have a 
list of every gun buyer in the country 
going back decades. 


On March 23, 2013, during consideration 
of a budget resolution (S.C.R. 8), Ben- 
net voted against an amendment offered 
by Senator Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.) to “up- 
hold Second Amendment rights and pre- 
vent the United States from entering into 
the United Nations Arms Trade Treaty.” 
The following month, Bennet voted for a 
high-capacity magazine ban in the form 
of an amendment (S. Amdt. 714) to the 
gun-control Safe Communities, Safe 
Schools Act (S. 649). As we reported 
in the “Freedom Index” at the time, this 
amendment would “ban the future manu- 
facture, import, sale, transfer, or posses- 
sion of ammunition clips holding more 
than 10 rounds, with exemptions for law- 
enforcement officials.” 

To his credit, however, Senator Ben- 
net did vote against the so-called assault 
weapons ban amendment to the bill. Of- 
fered by Senator Dianne Feinstein (D-Ca- 
lif.), this onerous unconstitutional amend- 
ment would ban the future manufacture, 
import, sale, transfer, or possession of 
certain semi-automatic firearms regarded 
as “assault weapons.” While Senator Ben- 
net may not be the most ardent liberal 
opponent of firearms in the Senate, his 
one good constitutional vote against the 
far-reaching “assault weapons” ban does 
not take away from the fact that he is still 
not a constitutionalist when it comes to the 
Second Amendment. 

This mixed record on firearms has 
earned him a lackluster C+ rating from 
the NRA. In light of his expected tough 
reelection bid this year, he may not at the 
present join lockstep with his liberal col- 
leagues in desecrating the Second Amend- 
ment, but if reelected, his commitment 
against an “assault weapons” ban would 
likely be doubtful. 


Illegal Immigration 

While Senator Bennet may attempt to 
come across as elusive on some issues, 
there is no doubt as to where he stands 
relative to illegal immigration. Bennet 
was one of the original “Gang of Eight” 
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Lawhreaking, instead of lawmaking: Senator Bennet stands by President Obama’s illegal 
executive action granting “deferred action” (i.e., de facto amnesty) for an estimated to four to five 


million illegal immigrants in the United States. 


senators, along with Dick Durbin (D- 
Ill.), Jeff Flake (R-Ariz.), Lindsey Gra- 
ham (R-S.C.), John McCain (R-Ariz.), 
Bob Menendez (D-N.J.), Marco Rubio 
(R-Fla.), and Chuck Schumer (D-N.Y.), 
who sponsored the 2013 “comprehen- 
sive immigration reform” (i.e., amnesty) 
bill. According to the Freedom Index, the 
Gang of Eight pro-amnesty bill would 
have provided “a transition to the open 
borders sought by the advocates of a 
North American Union and other regional 
government schemes threatening our na- 
tional sovereignty.” 

“We can no longer afford the status quo. 
Our broken immigration system is bad for 
the economy and bad for families,” Ben- 
net said in a press release days before its 
passage in the Senate. Elaborating on the 
purported benefits of the bill, Bennet said, 
“We now have an unprecedented invest- 
ment in border agents and other border 
security tools, but we have maintained 
a real and attainable path to citizenship 
that allows immigrants to step out of the 
shadows and start contributing more to our 
economy.” 

The large-scale “path to citizenship,” 
or amnesty, provisions and new visa 
programs, coupled with a lack of effec- 
tive border security in Bennet’s “Gang 
of Eight” bill, would encourage further 
illegal immigration in what can already 
be described as an invasion via mass mi- 


gration. Under Article IV, Section 4 of the 
Constitution, the federal government is 
duty bound to “protect against Invasion.” 

Senator Bennet also supports President 
Obama’s illegal executive action granting 
“deferred action” for an estimated four to 
five million illegal immigrants in the Unit- 
ed States. This unilateral executive action 
amounts to de facto amnesty legislation 
by the president, which is a clear violation 
of the constitutional separation of pow- 
ers between the executive and legislative 
branches of the federal government. 

Bennet voted against a constitutional 
point of order raised by Senator Ted Cruz 
(R-Texas) against the omnibus bill’s DHS 
(Department of Homeland Security) fund- 
ing, which President Obama previously 
announced he would use to implement 
his unconstitutional executive amnesty. 
On June 23, 2016, following the Supreme 
Court’s deadlock decision in United States 
v. Texas, blocking the implementation of 
President Obama’s executive amnesty, 
Senator Bennet said in part in a press re- 
lease, “Today’s ruling is so disappointing 
for millions of families in Colorado and 
across the country who had hoped to work 
through this process and fully contribute 
to their communities and the economy.” 
Bennet’s interpretation of a prosperous 
U.S. economy is consistent with that of 
President Obama’s, not just with immigra- 
tion but also with trade. 
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Bennet voted against an amendment offered by 
Senator Jim Inhofe (R-Okla.) to “uphold Second 


Amendment rights and prevent the United States from 
entering into the United Nations Arms Trade Treaty.” 


ObamaTrade 

Unlike most Democrats, who oppose Pres- 
ident Obama’s so-called free trade agenda, 
Senator Bennet is one of the few who sup- 
port the president’s “trade” schemes. On 
May 22, 2015, Bennet voted for Trade 
Promotion Authority (TPA), acquiescing 
the Senate’s constitutional power, under 
Article II, Section 2, Clause 2, to provide 
“advice and consent” to the president in 
making treaties completely over to Presi- 
dent Obama in order to empower him to 
continue negotiations on the sovereignty- 
killing Trans-Pacific Partnership (TPP) 
and Transatlantic Trade and Investment 
Partnership (TTIP) agreements. 

Bennet’s vote for TPA also makes it 
possible for Congress to “fast track” the 
TPP and TTIP, meaning that when these 
agreements come up for a vote, debate 
will be limited, amendments will be 
prohibited from being attached, and the 
threshold for passage will be lowered to 
a simple majority (50 percent plus one) 
of voting senators. 

In promoting the TPP, Secretary of 
State John F. Kerry referred to the Peter- 
son Institute for International Econom- 
ics (PIIE) to make the case that the TPP 
will create new jobs in the United States. 
“Completing the Trans-Pacific Partner- 
ship provides the opportunity to open up 
markets, lower tariffs and, according to 
the Peterson Institute, increase U.S. ex- 
ports by $123 billion and help support an 
additional 650,000 jobs,” Secretary Kerry 
said. [Emphasis added. ] 

Run by and named after longtime 
chairman of the Council on Foreign Re- 
lations Peter G. Peterson, the PIJE is a 
globalist think-tank that has historically 
promoted regional trade agreements such 
as NAFTA, CAFTA, FTAA (Free Trade 
Area of the Americas), TPP, FTAAP 
(Free Trade Area of the Asia-Pacific), and 
PNTR (Permanent Normal Trade Rela- 
tions, aka “most favored nation status’) 
to Communist China. 
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Each major trade agreement that the 
United States has entered has always 
been sold to the American people with the 
promise that it would create thousands of 
new jobs, when the reality has been the 
outsourcing of millions of American jobs 
overseas to China, Mexico, and other 
countries. Despite Obama’s, Kerry’s, 
and the PIIE’s promises that the TPP and 
TTIP will create thousands of new jobs for 
American workers, the Obama administra- 
tion requested that Congress pass a Trade 
Adjustment Assistance (TAA) bill. TAA 
is a form of government financial aid or 
transfer payments provided to American 
workers who have lost their jobs as a re- 
sult of trade. 

To summarize and simplify the hypocri- 
sy that is ObamaTrade, its proponents say 
TPP and TTIP are both needed and good 


for the economy because they will create 


jobs, but in order to give the president the 


TPA he wants to continue with his plans, 
TAA must also pass in order to support the 
many (more) people who will lose their 
current jobs as a result of the TPP and 
TTIP! Genius isn’t it? 

Nevertheless, Bennet voted for TAA on 
the same day that he voted for TPA. “The 
TAA program has served as a lifeline for 
thousands of Coloradans and has helped 
them transition into new jobs,” Bennet 
said in a statement following his vote for 
TAA. Bennet again voted for TPA and 
TAA in June 2015. 

Bennet has used his votes on TPA and 
the “Gang of Eight” amnesty bill to tout 
his bipartisan credentials. However, the 
problem with Bennet’s bipartisanship isn’t 
that he occasionally joins or votes with 
constitutionalist-leaning senators such as 
Rand Paul (R-Ky.) or Mike Lee (R-Utah), 
but rather with the so-called moderate Re- 
publicans who demonstrate little regard 
for the Constitution and protecting na- 
tional sovereignty. With less than one out 
of every 10 major votes he cast being for 
the Constitution, when it comes to consti- 
tutionalism, Bennet just doesn’t get it. Hi 


Not with the Democrat rank and file, either: Bennet twice voted to empower President Obama 
with the necessary Trade Promotion Authority (TPA) to advance the Obamatrade agenda on the 
sovereignty-killing TPP and TTIP agreements, despite widespread disapproval of Democrats. 
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BOOK REVIEW 


SWORN TO SERVE, 
NO MATTER WHOM 


When a Secret Service officer, who swears to give his life to protect the president, writes 
a book about the behavior and temperaments of the protectees, it might pay to listen. 


CRISIS OF 
CHARACTER 


A WHITE HOUSE SECRET SERVICE OFFICER 
DISCLOSES HIS FIRSTHAND EXPERIENCE WITH 
HILLARY, BILL, AND HOW THEY OPERATE 


GARY J. BYRNE 


FORMER PRESIDENTIAL SECEET ShaViCd OFFICHE 


by Fr. James Thornton 


Crisis of Character: A White House Se- 
cret Service Officer Discloses His First- 
hand Experience With Hillary, Bill, and 
How They Operate, by Gary J. Byrne, 
New York, New York: Center Street/ 
Hachette Book Group, 2016, 285 pages, 
hardcover. 


mong the myriad of strange crea- 
A= that one finds in the realm 

of ancient Greek mythology, one 
of the most grotesque and fearsome is the 
being known as a Harpy. Harpies were, ac- 
cording to the Oxford Classical Diction- 
ary, “supernatural winged beings ... who 
‘snatch’, as the name [in Greek] implies, 
and carry off various persons and things.” 
Webster’s New World Dictionary is more 
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comprehensive in its description when it 
says that Harpies are “any of several hid- 
eous, filthy, rapacious winged monsters 
with the head and trunk of a woman and 
the tail, legs, and talons of a bird.” 

The Harpies of the ancient Greeks are, 
needless to say, wholly fictional. They do 
not exist and have never existed. How- 
ever, in modern usage, a Harpy is defined 
as someone either extremely ill-tempered 
and unpleasant or unendingly greedy and 
grasping — or in the worst cases, a com- 
posite of all of these attributes. That such 
individuals most certainly have existed and 
do exist is proven, some say, by a certain 
former first lady, whose personality and 
character are explored in Gary J. Byrne’s 
fascinating book Crisis of Character: A 
White House Secret Service Officer Dis- 
closes His Firsthand Experience With 
Hillary, Bill, and How They Operate. 

Byrne is a patriotic American who 
wished to devote himself to protecting the 
country he loves. Crisis of Character is the 
true story of his experiences as a member 
of the U.S. Secret Service during the ad- 
ministrations of George H.W. Bush and Bill 
Clinton and, later, as a federal air marshal. 

The duty of the U.S. Secret Service, in- 
sofar as the White House is concerned, is to 
protect the president and his family and to 
assure their safety at all times. USSS officers 
are pledged to put themselves physically be- 
tween the president and danger, if necessary 
to the point of sacrificing their own lives. 
They are not there to serve the president or 
his family in any other way. As the author 
explains, even if an officer sees the presi- 
dent or his spouse struggling with luggage, 
they may not assist since that would involve 
the use of their hands that must be free at all 
times to respond in seconds to any danger. 
They are not in the White House to follow 
the orders of the president or his family but 


to follow a set of strict protocols that de- 
fine the exact parameters of their job duties, 
which are demanding and require crystal- 
clear focus at all times. 

The bulk of this volume relates to the au- 
thor’s first-hand observations of the Clin- 
tons, both Hillary and Bill. For those famil- 
iar with the reputations and temperaments 
of the Clintons, there are few surprises here. 
Their total self-absorption, shamelessness, 
sleaziness, and ruthlessness were legend- 
ary even before they occupied the White 
House. All of that is confirmed in this book, 
yet there are still some occasional shocks. 
For example, not only is Hillary Clinton not 
the amiable, warm person that the media 
portrays, but when Secret Service officers 
would greet her politely in the morning, she 
would snarl back with a particularly foul 
four-letter expletive. According to Byrne, 
she has an intense dislike of men wearing 
uniforms, especially military or police uni- 
forms, and so took out her hostility on the 
uniformed men assigned to protect her. She 
detested the sight of them so much that, as 
she walked through the halls, she expected 
them to disappear, to jump into a closet or 
alcove, so she wouldn’t see them. “It’s in- 
sulting that I should just disappear because 
the very sight of us bothers her,” Byrne 
rightly complained. 

On another occasion, Hillary Clinton 
demanded, in a flurry of profanity and 
threats, that Byrne oversee a group of VIP 
visitors to the Oval Office. He flatly re- 
fused, explaining that he could not carry 
out his duties and watch over tourists at 
the same time, and added that in no cir- 
cumstances could visitors be allowed in 
the Oval Office unescorted. The first lady 
retreated in a huff, and the VIPs were sent 
to a less-sensitive area. 

The author writes of Hillary Clinton that 
her “private leadership style was based on 
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Hillary detested the sight of men in uniform so much 
that, as she walked through the halls, she expected 
them to disappear, to jump into a closet or alcove, So 


she wouldn't see them. 


pure fear and loathing.” Protecting her 
during the Clinton years came to be seen 
as a punishment detail, not, as with every 
other First Lady, an honor. She was always 
harsh and humorless, always mean-spirit- 
ed and churlish, looking down on what she 
thought of as her social inferiors as if she 
were an empress, born to the purple. The 
Clintons pretended to be, as Byrne says, 
“bright, shining stars who cared deeply 
for the little guy.” In fact, nothing was (or 
is) further from the truth. Except when the 
cameras were on, the “little guys” were 
ignored or treated with contempt. 
Compared to Hillary, Bill was reason- 
ably friendly toward the officers assigned 
to protect him, though when it came to his 
dalliances with young women, and there 
were several during his White House 
years, he was dangerously careless. The 
satisfaction of his insatiable sexual appe- 
tites always ranked before national secu- 
rity and before any sense of the duties or 
dignity of his high office, which is why 
the author wondered “how our nation’s 
leaders could be so reckless, so volatile, 
and so dangerous to themselves and to 
our nation.” As we know, because of that 
recklessness, the country had to endure 
the ongoing embarrassment of the publi- 
cation and broadcast of all the disgusting 
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details of the Monica Lewinsky affair. It 
was no different in Arkansas where, ac- 
cording to some accounts, Governor Bill 
Clinton forced his attentions on many 
women while his enabler wife tolerated 
his conduct, using threats of violence to 
try to silence Bill’s accusers. As usual, of 
course, Bill lied repeatedly and went so 
far as to perjure himself. Hillary’s con- 
duct in recent years has been precisely 
the same, to lie her way out of any mis- 
takes or misdeeds and to continue lying 
even in the face of positive proof to the 
contrary. The levels of arrogance, brazen- 
ness, and lack of character in each case 
are simply astounding. 

The interaction between the two is also 
significant. The author writes that Hillary 
“always looked uncomfortable around 
her husband.” He adds, “If you saw them 
privately, they never seemed to meld at 
all. But turn on a camera or bring in a fat- 
cat donor, and the ice suddenly melted. 
They’d smile at each other, laugh, trade 
little jokes. They’d move in closer to each 
other, turn warmer — yes, even romantic. 
They might even hold hands. They could 
flip that emotional light switch whenever 
they had to, then switch it back off again 
when the crowds and cameras departed.” 
Their marriage is in reality less a mar- 
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riage than a business partnership. Hillary 
could not have cared less about Bill’s 
philandering, so long as he was careful 
not to allow anything to become public. 
When he was not careful, Hillary would 
explode with rage, since it endangered 
the success of their business arrangement 
to seek money and power. On one occa- 
sion, for instance, the first lady threw an 
antique vase at the president, shattering 
the historical artifact and giving Bill a 
nasty black eye. 

The last portion of Crisis of Character 
involves the author’s tour of duty with 
the Federal Air Marshal Service. The first 
problem he spotted was that the air mar- 
shals were required to dress like profes- 
sionals — suit and tie. They also boarded 
the planes ahead of first-class passengers. 
That they were air marshals was obvious 
to other passengers, as it would also likely 
be to any terrorists. Management finally 
changed that policy to allow the marshals 
to dress like other passengers and board 
with the other passengers, and hence 
maintain their cover. 

At some point the Federal Air Marshal 
Service was required to adopt hiring poli- 
cies that assured that women and minori- 
ties were given equal opportunities for 
employment. Unfortunately, to implement 
this new policy, management lowered the 
qualifications rather than, as he says, “cre- 
ating tough standards, and holding every- 
one equally accountable.” As for physical 
requirements, to guarantee “fairness,” an 
independent review board ruled that “three 
pull-ups, a mile and a half in fifteen min- 
utes, and thirty-five push-ups in a minute” 
was to be the standard for all. The author’s 
concern is whether a person who meets 
only these minimum qualifications would 
“be able to fight to the death against some- 
one committed to dying to succeed in tak- 
ing down a plane.” Unhappily, the answer 
is probably no. 

Crisis of Character confirms many of 
our worst suspicions and fears about the 
people who govern this country, or who 
wish to govern it. Yet a word of caution 
is apropos; this book contains a good 
bit of coarse language, by which I mean 
four-letter words. If readers are easily 
offended thereby, this book may not be 
for them. Apart from that, it is truly eye- 
opening, and well worth the time it takes 
to read it through. 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ AUGUST 8, 2016 


Grads Re-graduate 


Recent graduates at East Juniata High 
School in McAlisterville, Pennsylvania, 
staged a wonderful surprise for graduat- 
ing senior Scott Dunn, Jr., who missed 
his graduation as a result of a car acci- 
dent that left him in a coma for several 
days. They recreated the graduation so 
that Dunn did not have to miss such a 
momentous occasion. 

The Lewistown Sentinel reported that 
Dunn had been in a terrible car crash on 
May 22, forcing him to be airlifted to a 
nearby hospital, where he spent several 
days in a coma, during which time the 
high-school graduation took place. 

According to ABC 6 News, Dunn was 
“devastated” when he awoke from his 
coma to learn that he missed his gradua- 
tion ceremony. 

When the school’s principal, Benja- 
min Fausey, learned that Dunn had been 
released from the hospital and was home 
recovering, he contacted the family to in- 
dicate that the school “wanted to do some- 
thing special for him.” 

That is exactly what the school did by 
recreating the commencement experience 
for Dunn. On June 14, three weeks after the 
actual graduation took place, more than 50 
of the 80 graduating seniors donned their 
caps and gowns once more to walk across 
the stage with their classmate and allow 
him to enjoy the graduation that he missed. 

WREG writes that some of the first re- 
sponders who were at the scene of Dunn’s 
crash were even in attendance. 

Dunn led the procession of his class- 
mates to “Pomp and Circumstance” to 
start the ceremony. Brief speeches were 
given before Dunn’s name was called so 
that he could receive his diploma, and 
ABC News reported that when he did, he 
received thunderous applause. 

Dunn’s classmates gathered around him 
after the ceremony so that they could toss 
their caps into the air together. 

Fausey states that the participating stu- 
dents had as much fun as Dunn. “Oh good- 
ness, all the students were all excited and 
in their graduation gowns and caps again,” 
Fausey told ABC News. “There was so 
much positive energy.” 
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And Dunn was floored by the support 
his classmates showed him. He said, “I’m 
speechless, to know this many people are 
behind me.” 


We Stand With Orlando 


When the crew and fliers on an Orlando- 
bound JetBlue flight learned that one of 
the passengers was the grandmother of Or- 
lando shooting victim Luis Omar Ocasio- 
Capo, one of the youngest victims of the 
Orlando nightclub massacre, they went 
above and beyond to make her as comfort- 
able as possible. 

On June 14, Ocasio-Capo’s grandmoth- 
er boarded a JetBlue flight to Orlando so 
that she could attend her grandson’s fu- 
neral. Flight attendant Kelly Karas noted 
that the grandmother was grieving and 
alone, and Karas did not want her to exit 
the plane without knowing that she was 
surrounded by people who cared. 

CNN writes, “Karas passed around a 
piece of paper for passengers to sign so 
their words might ease the grandmother’s 
aching heart.” But instead of simply sign- 
ing their names, the passengers reportedly 
wrote lengthy notes of condolence and com- 
passion, prompting the need for more paper. 

The notes were presented to the grand- 
mother at the end of the flight before she 
exited the plane. “When we gathered them 
together to present them to her, we didn’t 
have just a sheet of paper covered in names, 
which is what I had envisioned. Instead, we 
had page after page after page after page 
of long messages offering condolences, 
peace, love and support. There were even a 
couple of cash donations, and more than a 
few tears,” Karas wrote on Facebook. 

And the show of support did not end 
there. At the end of the flight, following 
the standard deplaning announcements, 
Karas said, “We stand with Orlando.” And 
with permission from the grandmother, a 
moment of silence for Omar was offered. 

Karas also noted that as passengers ex- 
ited the plane, each and every one of them 
stopped to offer their condolences to the 
grieving grandmother. 

“As we deplaned, every single person 
stopped to offer her their condolences. 
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Some just said they were sorry, some 
touched her hand, some hugged her, some 
cried with her. But every single person 
stopped to speak to her, and not a single 
person was impatient at the slower deplan- 
ing process,” she wrote. 

Newser reported that JetBlue offered 
free flights to families of the victims of the 
Orlando mass shooting so that they could 
attend the funerals of their loved ones. 

“Our thoughts are with the victims and 
their loved ones,” the airline said in a 
statement. 


Dance Features 


Volunteer Daddies 


On May 20, the Chicago Police Depart- 
ment (CPD) sponsored its second annual 
“Daddy Daughter Dance” and for the sec- 
ond year in a row, members of the police 
department went the extra step by offering 
to escort young ladies who did not have 
fathers to take them to the dance. 

The Chicago Police Department stated 
that the purpose of the free event is to en- 
courage positive relationships between 
fathers in the community and their daugh- 
ters. Unfortunately, many of the young la- 
dies in attendance did not have fathers to 
bring them to the dance. 

Last year, officers volunteered to escort 
the daughters who had no fathers, and 
many of them kept in touch and escorted 
the same young ladies to the dance for the 
second year in a row. 

This year’s event witnessed 150 girls in 
attendance, NBC Chicago reported, which 
doubled last year’s attendance. 

According to the CPD, the event has 
helped foster a sense of community and 
build a relationship between police and 
residents. “After last year’s event, we had 
several officers and the young ladies that 
they escorted, they kept up with one another 
and it really bridged a gap,” said Sergeant 
Kimberly Woods. “It let the girls know that 
officers are just people too and we dance, 
and we dance funny like your dads do.” 

Those in attendance enjoyed good food 
and music and an overall good time. 

— RAVEN CLABOUGH 
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John Wayne 


American Icon 


Marion Morrison, Known as John Wayne, became a symbol of what Americans valued 
and what they aspired to be: individualistic, self-reliant, and just. 


by Michael E. Telzrow 


roped, wrangled, and punched his 

way through hundreds of films and 
into our collective memories. His image 
symbolized the rugged individualism that 
characterized an idealized America — an 
America rooted in liberty and the notion 
that one controls his own destiny. Wayne’s 
characters reflected values he aspired to, 
but did not always achieve, and he once 
remarked that he played only the type of 
man he would like to have been. Strength- 
ened by a respect for the nation’s past and 
its cherished traditions, Wayne seemed al- 
most archaic in a rapidly changing world. 
It was that sense of strength that drew suc- 
cessive generations to him. He reminded 
us of the things that made America great, 
and we admired him for it. 

Wayne’s folkloric stature in America, 
while still intact in many corners, has taken 
a hit in the last 40 years. Recently, a Cali- 
fornia legislative resolution to establish a 
statewide “John Wayne Day” failed to pass 
— falling six votes short in the 80-member 
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assembly. The resolution praised Wayne as 
the “prototypical American hero, symboliz- 
ing such traits as self-reliance, grace under 
pressure and patriotism.” Those legisla- 
tors who voted against the measure cited a 
1974 Playboy magazine interview in which 
Wayne made intemperate remarks about 
black and indigenous Americans. Such ret- 
rospective moral condemnation, however, 
has never prevented the progressive Left 
from glorifying public figures such as the 
eugenicist Margaret Sanger and the envi- 
ronmentalist John Muir, who at one time 
or another publicly held controversial ideas 
about race. It’s more likely that Wayne’s 
outdated masculinity and his identification 
with an American past that has fallen out 
of favor were the cause of the resolution’s 
defeat. In any case, it is emblematic of the 
cultural shift that devalues what was once 
held in high regard, and elevates that which 
was once reviled. 


Early Life 

Born in Winterset, Iowa, on May 26, 1907, 
Wayne was christened Marion Robert 
Morrison. He would not receive his famil- 


iar public name until many years later. His 
father, Clyde, worked as a pharmacist’s 
clerk. His mother Mary (Brown) Morrison 
was said to be a strict, unyielding person. 
Wayne never warmed to his mother and al- 
ways preferred the company of his father. 
His early life was punctuated by frequent 
relocations and instability. Clyde Morri- 
son endured several business failures in 
Iowa, and by 1914, the Morrison family 
relocated to Palmdale, California. After an 
abortive attempt at farming, Clyde moved 
the family once again, this time settling in 
Glendale, California, where he secured a 
position at the Glendale Pharmacy. 

As noted in Scott Eyman’s fine biog- 
raphy of John Wayne (John Wayne, The 
Life and Legend ), it was in Glendale that 
the young future movie star would attend 
school and receive his famous moniker. 
Big Duke, the Morrison family’s Airedale 
terrier, liked to chase fire engines with 
young Marion in fast pursuit. While his 
master was at school, Big Duke would 
lounge around the fire station until the boy 
returned. The two inseparable companions 
were so linked that the firemen naturally 
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By the time he had reached high-school age, he had developed into an 


above-average football player, and more importantly had developed a 
philosophy of self-reliance that later informed his worldview and the 


characters he chose to play. 


began to call the boy “Little Duke,” and 
then simply “Duke.” It was a name that 
would stick with him his entire life. 

In Glendale, Clyde Morrison continued 
his record of instability, and his marriage 
continued to deteriorate. In 1921, Clyde 
and Mary Morrison separated. Duke re- 
mained with his father in Glendale, while 
his brother, Bob, stayed with his mother 
in Long Beach. The separation and con- 
tinual domicile relocations in Glendale 
did not harm Duke Morrison, and by the 
time he had reached high-school age, he 
had developed into an above-average 
football player, and more importantly 
had developed a philosophy of self-re- 
liance that later informed his worldview 
and the characters he chose to play. At 
Glendale he cultivated a reputation as 
an overachiever and hard worker. Per- 
haps his father’s spotty work record and 
constant financial instability compelled 
young Morrison to work hard. Whatever 
the motivation, his extraordinary work 
ethic carried throughout his life until 
the very end. Academically proficient, 
athletically gifted, and socially popular, 
Morrison had little problem securing an 
athletic scholarship to the University of 
Southern California. 


The Long Road to Fame 

In September 1925, Duke Morrison 
began his collegiate career at the Uni- 
versity of Southern California and expe- 
rienced his first encounter with the film 
industry. Yearning for independence, 
he moved out of his father’s residence 
and into a place of his own. In order to 
meet the increased revenue demands 
that came with solitary living, Morrison 
supplemented his income by taking a 
summer job at Fox Studios. Along with 
some other football players, Duke Mor- 
rison earned $35 per week on the swing 
gang. The work consisted of moving 
props from set to set, but it was an en- 
trée into an industry that Morrison had 
set his eyes on even before he showed 
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up to work on the swing gang. A bit part 
as a football player in an obscure movie 
called Brown of Harvard was enough to 
whet his appetite. When an injury ended 
his not-so-promising collegiate football 
career, Morrison turned his attention to- 
ward acting and did not return to USC. 
To say that Morrison worked his way 
up from the bottom is not mere cliché. He 
enjoyed the blue-collar atmosphere of the 
early movie industry, and he never shied 
away from hard work. He learned every 
aspect of production, from prop con- 
struction to rigging lights. His first break 
came in 1930 when director Raoul Walsh 
tapped him for a leading part in a West- 
ern called The Big Trail. It was then that 
Marion Morrison became, at the urging 
of studio head Winfield Sheehan, John 
Wayne. Allegedly, Sheehan was a fan of 
Mad Anthony Wayne, the Revolutionary 
War hero of the Battle of Stony Point, 
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Ready to toe the line: A promising high-school athlete, Wayne’s collegiate football career was 


and favored the name because he admired 
the general’s audacity. It was the perfect 
theatrical name, and although Morrison 
never legally changed his name, he would 
be known as John Wayne for the rest of 
his life. 

Walsh selected Wayne for the part of 
an intrepid scout precisely because he 
did not want a “real” actor. He wanted 
to cast a real man, someone unsullied by 
the motion picture industry and someone 
who could convincingly portray a sense 
of command and pioneer individual- 
ism. In Wayne he found the traits that he 
was looking for and that would define 
Wayne’s character for the next 40 years. 
Wayne performed reasonably well for a 
novice actor, but the film failed to live up 
to its epic billing. Shot on 70mm film, the 
production lost more than $1 million, and 
Wayne soon found himself exiled to the 
world of the B-grade Western. These low- 
budget Westerns were pumped out by Re- 
public Studios and generally aimed at a 
younger audience. The plots were simple 
and unambiguous. There was a hero, a 
girl, and a bad guy, and the hero always 
won. The production schedule of these 
lower-tier films was grueling, but Wayne 
was ever the professional and rarely com- 


cut short by an injury and his desire to work in the film industry. 
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Making a name for himself: John Wayne’s breakout role as Ringo Kid in the 1939 classic 
Stagecoach established his on-screen persona characterized by fierce independence. 


plained. His work ethic and belief in the 
value of hard work sustained his effort 
while he struggled to find another break. 
Besides, he had no intention of laboring 
in the B-grade “hoss operas” forever. 

For the next 10 years, Wayne would 
labor from dawn until dusk in a series of 
B-Westerns before he got another break. 
The legendary John Ford, who would cul- 
tivate an affectionate but turbulent rela- 
tionship with Wayne, directed the Duke 
in Stagecoach as Ringo Kid for the 1939 
classic. Filmed in the magnificent Monu- 
ment Valley, Stagecoach would emerge 
as the quintessential Western and begin 
a relationship between Ford and Wayne 
that would produce more than 20 films. 
Between the two of them, they produced 
some of the finest American movies, par- 
ticularly Westerns. The relationship was 
so close that Wayne once remarked, “The 
man was my heart; there was a commu- 
nion between us that not many men have. 
I have never been closer to any person in 
my life than I have been with Jack (John 
Ford).” Together, they made such clas- 
sics as Red River, Rio Grande, She Wore 
a Yellow Ribbon, and The Searchers. 

In Wayne, Ford had found the perfect 
vehicle for the transmission of his West- 
ern archetype characterized by staunch 
individualism, self-reliance — often the 
underdog — and incorruptibility, the es- 
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sence of a pre-modern America. For the 
next 40 years, Wayne would play various 
versions of the character that defined his 
public persona, all of whom reflected his 
values and beliefs that he felt represented 
a vital part of America. For Wayne, it was 
a professional duty to play the type of 
character that conveyed a sense of honor. 
On one occasion, he upbraided Kirk 
Douglas for playing the part of Vincent 
van Gogh in Lust for Life. 

Wayne’s characters culturally rein- 
forced the attributes that most Americans 
believed held up our cherished national 
ideals, creating a link to the past that res- 
onated with the public’s consciousness. 
He often did it without words, letting his 
physical presence convey the message. 

Of course Wayne’s personal life did 
not always reflect national ideals — for 
instance, he was married three times, was 
sometimes unfaithful, and drank heavily 
— but he never veered from his on-screen 
persona. While his own life was far from 
perfect, he closely guarded his on-screen 
image. 

John Wayne was the quintessential “ev- 
eryman.” Like Wayne, John Ford held a 
similar perspective about the nature of the 
characters and represented it in film. Both 
men held an intense admiration for justice 
meted out by a loner, and little patience 
for a man or woman who lacked a sense 


of strength. Wayne’s Western characters 
eschewed the comfort of community and 
preferred to live on the outside of soci- 
ety. Nowhere is the idea of independence 
and an audacious search for justice more 
apparent than in Wayne’s portrayal of 
Rooster Cogburn in Jrue Grit. Under 
the direction of Henry Hathaway, Wayne 
would earn his first and only Oscar for 
his portrayal of a U.S. marshal in pursuit 
of the murderous Tom Chaney. Paunchy 
and well past his physical prime, Cog- 
burn doggedly pursues Chaney and his 
gang, along with a slain farmer’s daugh- 
ter, played by Kim Darby, and a Texas 
Ranger, played by Glen Campbell. When 
Cogburn charges headlong into four well- 
armed outlaws after a brief exchange 
with antagonist Ned Pepper, it becomes 
a metaphor for Wayne’s approach to life 
and reflective of his deeply rooted ideals. 
He had a job to do, and he was not going 
to shirk his duty. A headlong charge was 
consistent with Wayne’s public and pri- 
vate character. 


Wayne's West 

While 7rue Grit did well at the box of- 
fice, the time of the classic Western as 
embodied by John Wayne had largely 
passed, and the West as imagined by pop- 
ular culture had already changed. With 
the exception of a few films, Hollywood 
had begun to turn the traditional idea of 
the Western upside down. Until then, the 
image of the West created by popular 
culture largely reflected the interpreta- 
tion of men such as John Ford and John 
Wayne — an idea that had begun long 
before Ford and Wayne emerged as the 
two principal purveyors of the mythical 
West. It began in the 19th century with 
James Fennimore Cooper’s tales of Natty 
Bumppo. The fascination with the frontier 
and the men who tamed it was a central 
element of the American experience, and 
included all forms of literature and art. 
That fascination continued unabated, as 
evidenced by the success of Buffalo Bill 
Cody’s Wild West shows of the late 19th 
century. Among later writers, Owen Wis- 
ter’s novel The Virginian is perhaps the 
best example of popular fiction west of 
the Mississippi, and John Wayne would 
have been completely at home in Owen 
Wister’s interpretation of the West. It was 
a West populated by “heroic figures and a 
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Something to crow about: In his only Oscar-winning performance, the Duke portrayed Rooster 
Cogburn, an aging U.S. marshal in pursuit of murderous Tom Chaney and a band of outlaws. 


heroic life; not heroes and the heroic life 
as they are conceived by the cloistered 
intellect,” opined Theodore Roosevelt. 
Wister himself wrote longingly of a West 
that he recorded in fiction as though it 
were history. In the introduction to his 
1902 novel, he wrote, “What is become 
of the horseman, the cowpuncher, the last 
romantic figure upon our soil? For he was 
romantic. Whatever he did, he did with 
his might.” 

When The Virginian was made into a 
film in 1929, the New York Times praised 
Gary Cooper and Walter Huston for their 
“accurate” portrayals of the Virginian 
and his antagonist, Trampas. For the New 
York Times writer and most Americans, 
both Cooper and Huston were believable 
because they “brought to life (characters) 
from the days of half a century ago.” The 
film adaptation of Wister’s The Virgin- 
ian helped solidify the time-honored no- 
tions of individuality and frontier justice 
that became hallmarks of film Westerns. 


Whether these attributes were distinctive- 
ly western, or whether they were com- 
mon traits among individuals of the pe- 
riod, or whether it was the way the West 
was won, mattered not. Films such as The 
Virginian served to reinforce a national 
ideal that Americans looked to as an ex- 
ample of the type of virtuous individual 
who had helped shape America since the 
first European arrivals. Indeed, it was this 
character’s longevity that compelled Wis- 
ter to remark, “His wild kind has been 
among us always, since the beginning: a 
young man with his temptations, a hero 
without wings.” Wayne’s concept of an 
unchanging American West dovetailed 
nicely with Wister’s idea of the Ameri- 
can hero. 

If there is an original source of Wayne’s 
western ideal, one must look to men such 
as Cooper, Wister, and other writers 
such as Louis L’Amour. Responding to 
an inherent civic need, they constructed 
literary versions of the type of men that 


Morrison became, at the urging of studio head Winfield Sheehan, 
John Wayne. Allegedly, Sheehan was a fan of Mad Anthony Wayne, 
the Revolutionary War hero of the Battle of Stony Point, and favored 


the name because he admired the general's audacity. 
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Wayne would later portray. Again Wister 
prefigures Wayne’s characters in his intro- 
duction to The Virginian: “If he gave his 
word, he kept it; Wall Street would have 
found him behind the times. Nor did he 
talk lewdly to women; Newport would 
have thought him old-fashioned.” 


The Changing Western 

By the end of the 1960s, the image of 
the traditional Western archetype had 
changed dramatically. Wister would not 
have recognized the new portrayal. While 
there is little doubt that the Westerns of 
Wayne’s heyday rarely dealt with the West 
as it truly was, a new brand of Western 
emerged that sought to overturn the ro- 
mantic and idealized version of the 1940s 
and ’50s. The Western of Wayne’s day was 
dying, replaced by a grittier, iconoclastic 
version that challenged the old image and 
seemingly held national myths and ideals 
in derision. 

Nowhere was this more apparent than 
in Hollywood’s portrayal of General 
George Custer and his defeat at the Little 
Big Horn. Arthur Penn’s 1970 portrayal of 
George Custer in Thomas Berger’s Little 
Big Man depicted the man as a one-di- 
mensional lunatic. Penn, a close friend and 
devotee of U.S. official and communist 
spy Alger Hiss, painted a picture of a char- 
acter completely devoid of any redeeming 
virtues: genocidal in nature, bent only on 
destroying the Indians, including women 
and children. Custer’s men do not escape 
Penn’s ideological-based character assas- 
sination. For Penn, they were no more 
virtuous than their insane commander. At 
least in Thomas Berger’s novel, the pro- 
tagonist Jack Crabb affords Custer some 
grudging respect when he says, “Custer 
had had to die to win me over, but he suc- 
ceeded at long last; I could not deny that 
it was real noble for him to be his own 
monument.” 

Films portraying Custer in a less-than- 
favorable light were not entirely new, but 
the level at which Penn destroyed Custer 
was unheard of. Even John Ford produced 
a less-than-sympathetic version of the fate 
of Custer, but in the end he left Custer’s he- 
roic nature intact. In Ft. Apache he changed 
the names of the characters, but it was clear 
that Colonel Owen Thursday, the unyield- 
ing commanding officer, was meant to por- 
tray Custer. Unlike Penn, Ford, ever cogni- 
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Red, white, blue, and olive drab: John Wayne was unabashedly patriotic. He made 11 war 
movies that could be deemed classics, including a pro-military movie, The Green Berets, made 
during the unpopular Vietnam War. 


zant of the civic need to maintain national 
heroes, allowed Thursday the benefit of 
redemption. Captain York, played by John 
Wayne, provides the counterpart to Henry 
Fonda’s glory-seeking Colonel Thursday. 
Thoughtful and respectful of the opposing 
Indian forces, York is everything Thurs- 
day is not, and the two personalities clash. 
Ford, however, allows York to rehabilitate 
Thursday after the latter’s death, and thus 
leave the idealized Custer legend intact. 
In the final scene, York answers questions 
from a group of reporters. When told that 
officers such as Thursday will be remem- 
bered, but that the rank and file members 
are typically forgotten, York remarks, 
“You’re wrong there. They aren’t forgot- 
ten because they haven’t died. They’re liv- 
ing — right out there.... Collingwood and 
the rest. And they’Il keep on living as long 
as the regiment lives. The pay is thirteen 
dollars a month; their diet: beans and hay. 
Maybe horse meat before this campaign is 
over. Fight over cards or rotgut whiskey, 
but share the last drop in their canteens. 
The faces may change ... the names ... but 
they’re there: they’re the regiment ... the 
regular army ... now and fifty years from 
now. They’re better men than they used to 
be. Thursday did that. He made it a com- 
mand to be proud of.” By contrast, Penn’s 
Custer deserved and received no shot at 
redemption. 

Hollywood’s perversion of the mythi- 
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cal American West continued through the 
late ’60s and ’70s, even as the Western 
became rarer. Increasingly, graphic vio- 
lence and the glorification of the antihero 
became de rigueur for directors hop- 
ing to satiate a violence-hungry public. 
Characters that once represented law and 
order or were part of the movement west 
were necessarily seen as corrupt, venal, 
and hypocritical. Banished from film by 
progressive revisionists, the heroes of the 
West were now held beneath contempt. 
With the exception of a few films, the 
last 40 years has seen a continuation of 
the movement started in the late ’60s. 
Even wildly popular films such as Kevin 
Costner’s Dances With Wolves portrayed 
members of the military in much the 
same fashion as Penn did a decade earlier. 
More recent offerings, such as Quentin 
Tarantino’s bizarre and cartoonishly vio- 
lent The Hateful Eight, offer the public a 
perverted vignette set in the West, com- 
plete with every manner of depravity that 
is his forte. 

There were exceptions to be sure, but 
they were few. Wayne’s last film, The 
Shootist, comes to mind. But even in that 
film, Wayne had to insist that an ending 
that called for him to shoot someone in 
the back be changed. He had never shot 
anyone in the back, and he was not going 
to violate his core principles. The scene 
was changed. 
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Dying Breed 

By the time John Wayne died in 1979, the 
nation that Wayne had known, and the cine- 
matic West that he helped shape in our pop- 
ular imagination, was largely gone, having 
evolved into an iconoclastic version where 
notions of right and wrong are ambiguous at 
best. Wayne saw the West as an unchanging 
environment and a reflection of our national 
core values. He played different characters. 
Some were not necessarily good men, but 
he always played men of conviction and he 
never compromised his ideals. 

The rejection of the traditional notions 
of the American West and its develop- 
ment are a natural extension of a concerted 
movement to denigrate and overturn the 
notions of self-reliance, individualism, and 
sacrifice that stand in direct opposition to 
the increasingly popular ideas of statism, 
where the state assumes all responsibil- 
ity for individuals. John Wayne’s charac- 
ters stand in direct contrast to such ideas, 
and perhaps that is why progressives feel 
threatened by his body of work. He is the 
embodiment of the ideals that helped shape 
this nation, and in particular the West. He 
was not a cowboy, nor a soldier, but it hard- 
ly mattered. Whether the West was actually 
as he, John Ford, and others portrayed it 
is not important. Their work was civic in 
nature and meant to convey to successive 
generations uniquely American ideals in a 
uniquely American film genre. 

Before he died of cancer in 1979, John 
Wayne was honored by the U.S. Con- 
gress with the Congressional Gold Medal. 
Speaking in support of the measure was 
Maureen O’Hara, a frequent co-star with 
the Duke, most notably in John Ford’s The 
Quiet Man. Breaking into tears, she told 
the subcommittee; “John Wayne is not 
just an actor, John Wayne is the United 
States of America.” The medal was sub- 
sequently approved by President Carter. 
The inscription on the medal simply read: 
“John Wayne, American.” The Califor- 
nia Legislature’s recent failure to pass a 
resolution honoring John Wayne is em- 
blematic of how far removed we are from 
a time when the mythological West was 
accepted by most Americans. John Wayne 
may have ridden off into the proverbial 
sunset, but his filmography remains, and 
it stands as a stark rebuke to those who 
would denigrate his memory and our na- 
tion’s cherished ideals. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Woman Shoots Intruder 


in Her Kid’s Room 


WPXI.com reported on June 26 out of 
Portland, Oregon, that a woman shot 
an intruder whom she discovered in her 
child’s room. The woman was out of the 
house with her kids at the time the intruder 
initially broke in to the residence. She re- 
turned home with her kids and recognized 
the signs of forced entry. After observing 
a broken rear window, the woman quickly 
retrieved a handgun and began investigat- 
ing. She encountered a 59-year-old sus- 
pect in one of the bedrooms and fired at 
the man, fatally injuring him. 

KOIN 6 News interviewed neighbor 
Amber Murray, who said that the house 
was vacant for a while before the woman 
and her children moved in: “I know when 
the previous renters were there, there was 
a lot of mischief.... After they moved out 
I think there were a few squatters in and 
out of there.” 

NBC affiliate KGW.com reported that 
most neighbors supported the mother’s 
actions. Neighbor Linda Ternes-Kent told 
KGW.com, “I would be scared. I would be 
scared.... But she had to do what she had 
to do. I would have done the same thing.” 

Local defense attorney Edward Kroll 
told KGW.com that he did not expect there 
to be any charges against the mother be- 
cause, under state law, if the homeowner 
reasonably believes an intruder is in his 
house to commit a crime, a homeowner 
can use deadly force to protect himself. 


Pink Pistols 


They say politics makes strange bedfel- 
lows, and the mass shooting at a homo- 
sexual nightclub in Orlando, Florida, 
could prove that to be true. The Associ- 
ated Press reported on July 4 about a 
group marketing gun ownership to the 
homosexual community. The group expe- 
rienced a surge in membership after the 
Orlando shooting. The group is named the 
“Pink Pistols” and describes itself as being 
“dedicated to the legal, safe and respon- 
sible use of firearms for self-defense of the 
sexual-minority community. We no longer 
believe it is the right of those who hate and 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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fear gay, lesbian, bi, trans or polyamorous 
persons to use us as targets for their rage. 
Self-defense is our RIGHT.” 

Pink Pistols Utah chapter President 
Matt Schlentz told the Associated Press, 
“As a gay man, I have to have some lib- 
eral views socially. But on this one point, I 
have very conservative views. The reality 
is what it is — the world is a violent, ter- 
rible, scary place, and people do wish me 
harm based on who I love.” 

While polling shows that the majority 
of people who identify as homosexual 
favor stricter gun-control measures, the 
Pink Pistols stands out with its pro-gun 
advocacy. The organization has more than 
45 chapters nationwide, but still repre- 
sents a minority view among the homo- 
sexual community when it comes to the 
Second Amendment. The much larger and 
prominent group “Gays Against Guns” ap- 
pears to be a more accurate indicator for 
the views held on the subject matter in the 
homosexual community. 


Pros and Cons of 
Shotguns for Self-defense 


Outdoor Hub ran an informative article 
on the benefits, and drawbacks, of using 
a shotgun for self-defense. The article, 
which was written by Jim Grant and pub- 
lished on June 29, reviewed seven things 
that are mandatory to know about using 
shotguns for self-defense. Grant argued 
that “the shotgun is a remarkably effec- 
tive tool for taking game and defending 
one’s home” but that it’s a requirement 
that the “shooter understands the intrica- 
cies behind doing so.” 

Grant dismissed the notion that you 
don’t need to aim a shotgun very well in 
close quarters because it launches multiple 
projectiles at a time. Grant explained that 
the “diameter of the shot’s pattern is actu- 
ally relatively small, especially at the rang- 
es encountered in home defense scenarios. 
Even when fired from relatively short bar- 
rels, most pellets will land inside of a 5-inch 
circle at indoor ranges.” Grant stressed that, 
even with shotguns, shooters “need to care- 
fully aim their firearm to ensure the maxi- 
mum amount of rounds on target.” 


Grant advised that shooters regularly 
“practice before loading it up and setting 
[a shotgun] beside their bed at night.” 
Grant further explained that reloading 
can be difficult, so shooters should prac- 
tice “vigorously reloading their shotgun” 
regularly as well. 

He advised using a shotgun loaded with 
double-ought buckshot, not birdshot, be- 
cause birdshot will most likely not incapac- 
itate an intruder. Grant also recommended 
that the recoil on shotguns be adjusted so 
that the gun can be used effectively by 
the shooter and, even “if after the shotgun 
is modified to suit a shooter, its kick still 
proves too much, there are other options to 
further reduce felt recoil. Products like limb 
saver pads, porting and even compensators 
or sound suppressors diminish the knock- 
back to more comfortable levels.” 

Grant spent much of the article dis- 
mantling the conventional wisdom about 
how shotguns operate that people might 
have learned from watching action mov- 
ies, but one of his more important points 
was not to just rely on the sound of racking 
the shotgun to scare off intruders. “So our 
armed home owner hears a terrifying crash 
of glass in the night, followed by hushed 
speaking and footsteps. The home owner 
steps out into the inky black hallways of 
his home and confidently racks the shot- 
gun menacingly, confident that his would- 
be assailants will flee in terror. What 
happens when the home invaders don’t 
leave? Many people make the decision to 
buy a gun for defense, with zero intent of 
using it. This is a natural impulse; most 
people have no desire to kill anyone. The 
problem with this mentality is that you’ve 
just added a very dangerous element to 
the situation without the will to utilize it, 
against a foe who likely is. Am I advis- 
ing every gun owner to blitz any threat, 
guns blazing? No. Shooters looking to use 
any firearm for home defense must under- 
stand that using their firearm in defense of 
themselves and loved ones will very likely 
result in the death of the intruder. It won’t 
be glorious, fast or cool. It will likely be 
brutal, violent and horrifying — but not 
as bad as watching your wife and children 
suffer a worse fate.” li 

— PATRICK KREY 
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“I, John Kerry,” or “We, the United States”? U.S. Secretary of State John Kerry signed the 
Paris Agreement, supposedly binding the United States to drastically cutting greenhouse gas 
emissions. Of course, a treaty must be ratified by the Senate, and this “agreement” was not. 


Campaign Against 
Climate-change Skeptics 


ITEM: The Obama White House, on its of- 
ficial website, touts the president’s “His- 
toric Commitment to Protecting the Envi- 
ronment and Reversing Climate Change.” 
The White House website also cites the 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Ad- 
ministration ’s assertion that “2014 was 
the hottest year on record globally, and 
2015 is on track to break that record.” 
The president, we are assured, “believes 
that no challenge poses a greater threat to 
our children, our planet, and future gen- 
erations than climate change.” 

Among the many actions taken toward 
that “solution” — which largely involve 
imposing more regulations and spending 
federal monies — has been the president s 
push for the Clean Power Act and the Paris 
Agreement, the latter being signed in April 
2016. The site notes, “After years of hard 
work, and thanks to principled American 
leadership — more than 190 countries 
came together to adopt the most ambitious 
climate change agreement in history.” 
ITEM: The website for Democrat presi- 
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dential candidate Hillary Clinton carries 
a litany of her promises and commitments 
— including “meeting the climate chal- 
lenge.” We are also informed that “2015 
was the warmest year on record.” 

The campaign page further tells us: 
“Climate change is an urgent threat and 
a defining challenge of our time — and 
Hillary Clinton has a plan to tackle it by 
making America the world’s clean energy 
superpower, taking bold steps to slash 
carbon pollution at home and around the 
world, and ensuring no Americans are left 
out or left behind as we rapidly build a 
clean energy economy.” 

Moreover, “Hillary’s plan is designed 
to deliver on the pledge President Obama 
made at the Paris climate conference last 
December — without relying on climate de- 
niers in Congress to pass new legislation.” 
CORRECTION: It would seem that extrem- 
ism in the defense of extremism is not an 
extreme position. That’s good to know. 

Of course, neither the present nor would- 
be chief executive is going to repeal the laws 
of nature. The climate is always changing. 
Still, it would be helpful if Clinton and her 
supporters learned the difference between 
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climate and weather: Her campaign website 
says climate change is real because people 
have seen “flooded streets of Miami and 
Annapolis,” for example. Will floods be 
outlawed? Will climate stasis — presum- 
ably what happens when climate change is 
reversed — be mandatory? 

The measurements needed for the 
Earth’s temperature are complicated and 
they have been widely misused and mis- 
reported. Indeed, even NOAA eventually 
admitted (quietly and in what might be 
called the fine print) that the “hottest year 
on record” claim for 2014 was based on 
an apparent increase that was within the 
margin of error of the thermometer. 

Roy Spencer, a meteorologist and prin- 
cipal research scientist at the University 
of Alabama in Huntsville, has stressed re- 
peatedly: As the “continual fiddling with 
the global surface thermometer data leads 
to an ever-warmer present and an ever- 
cooler past, many of us are increasingly 
skeptical that beating a previous ‘warm- 
est’ year by hundredths of a degree has 
any real-world meaning.” 

And when one looks at the satellite data, 
what is seen is a “pause” lasting almost 
two decades — which is one reason why 
“global warming” is not used by activists 
so often these days. Writing about such 
measurements in the blog “Power Line,” 
John Haderaker noted last year: 


Contrary to the activists’ claims, 2014 
wasn’t even the warmest recent year. 
The “warmest ever’ designation came 
from NASA and NOAA, which are 
run by global warming activists. They 
have distorted surface temperature 
records by surreptitiously “adjust- 
ing” historical records to make the 
past (e.g., the 1930s) look cooler and 
the present warmer. This is one of the 
great scandals in the history of science, 
which we have written about repeat- 
edly. Since the activists won’t say what 
changes they have made and why they 
have made them, their records must be 
considered hopelessly corrupt. 

On the other hand, they haven’t 
made the one obvious adjustment 
that should be made, by accounting 
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for the urban heat island ef- 
fect, which obviously exists. 
Most temperature recording 
stations are in urban areas, 
and they have gotten warmer 
in recent decades as a result 
of economic development and 
population growth, not carbon 
dioxide. 


Haderaker, who is a lawyer by 
trade, went on to say: “The only 
global temperature records that 
are fully transparent are satellite 
records in the lower atmosphere. 
These go back only to 1979. 
They show no warming during 
the last 18 years. The satellite 
records, interpreted by two dif- 
ferent groups, find 2014 to be 
either the third warmest or the 
sixth warmest since 1979. But 
the real point is that the differ- 
ences are infinitesimal. The un- 
corrupted atmospheric data show 
that no significant warming is 
going on.” 

Meanwhile, as noted in a piece in the 
Wall Street Journal, Gina McCarthy, the 
president’s administrator of the Environ- 
mental Protection Agency, would not, 
despite being asked repeatedly, explain 
to legislators exactly how much the Paris 
Agreement would cut global tempera- 
tures. 

What is known is that we will pay for 
it. Dearly. 

Bjorn Lomborg, who has written widely 
on this general issue, is more forthcoming 
in a Wall Street Journal article: 


The Paris Agreement will cost a fortune 
but do little to reduce global warming. 
In a peer-reviewed article published in 
Global Policy this year, I looked at the 
widely hailed major policies that Paris 
Agreement signatories pledged to un- 
dertake and found that they will have 
a negligible temperature impact. I used 
the same climate-prediction model that 
the United Nations uses. 

... Consider the Obama admin- 
istration’s signature climate policy, 
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Not how it’s done: Recording stations used to determine the Earth’s 
temperature trend can’t be placed willy-nilly, but must be carefully 
sited to avoid heat contamination. Most U.S. sites are poorly located. 


the Clean Power Plan. The U.N.’s 
model shows that it will accomplish 
almost nothing. Even if the policy 
withstands current legal challenges 
and its cuts are totally implemented 
— not for the 14 years that the Paris 
agreement lasts, but for the rest of 
the century — the Clean Power Plan 
would reduce temperatures by 0.023 
degrees Fahrenheit by 2100. 


Lomborg, the president of the Copenhagen 
Center, pointed out in his recent Journal 
article that the costs of the Paris climate 
pact “are likely to run to $1 trillion to $2 
trillion annually throughout the rest of the 
century, using the best estimates from the 
Stanford Energy Modeling Forum and the 
Asia Modeling Exercise. Spending more 
than $100 trillion for such a feeble temper- 
ature reduction by the end of the century 
does not make sense.” 

The Obama administration has also 
been abusing executive authority by 
pushing through extreme policies with- 
out congressional approval. Hillary Clin- 


ton says she will do that and 
more to defeat the “deniers,” 
i.e., the elected represen- 
tatives who don’t salaam 
themselves before the altar 
of the government-approved 
“science.” 

The White House used the 
participation of the United 
States in the United Na- 
tions Framework Conven- 
tion on Climate Change, or 
UNFCCC — which dates to 
the last century — to work 
around, unconstitutionally, 
the Senate’s advice-and-con- 
sent obligation over what was 
effectively a treaty. 

This power play was re- 
ported, rather casually, by the 
New York Times in August of 
2016. The Times explained 
that “to go around Congress 
to push his international cli- 
mate change agenda, Mr. 
Obama is echoing his domes- 
tic climate strategy. In June, 
he bypassed Congress and used his execu- 
tive authority to order a far-reaching regu- 
lation forcing American coal-fired power 
plants to curb their carbon emissions.” 

While most Americans don’t even know 
the UNFCCC exists, it represents a key 
threat, economically and politically. 

The international body that has grown 
up along with the convention believes that 
the use of fossil fuels must be slashed to 
reduce “global warming.” The Obama ad- 
ministration is doing just that. As noted by 
Nicolas Loris and Brett Schaefer, energy 
and regulatory experts with the Heritage 
Foundation, this has led to regulations that 
“severely [restrict] the use of coal and, toa 
lesser extent, oil and natural gas.” As they 
put it in a briefing in June: 


Since these fuels supply the vast 
majority of America’s energy, these 
regulations will dramatically increase 
energy costs, stunt economic growth 
and force businesses to shed jobs. Yet 
the effect on global temperatures will 
be virtually nonexistent. 
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The UNFCCC approach is un- 
workable largely because it places 
the economic burden of addressing 
climate change on a few dozen de- 
veloped countries while asking little 
or nothing from more the 150 de- 
veloping countries. Yet the primary 
source of emissions is increasingly 
the developing world, most notably 
China and India. Though some devel- 
oping countries have pledged to start 
restricting carbon dioxide emissions 
more than a decade from now, these 
commitments have largely been talk 
with little action. 


For years, the scare-mongers have tried to 
frighten us to give up our freedoms because 
of the supposed threats that might accom- 
pany certain economic developments. The 
same ploy is still being employed, even 
though the old scares proved fraudulent. In 
2005, point out Loris and Schaefer, 


The U.N. Environment Program esti- 
mated that global warming would cre- 
ate 50 million “climate refugees” by 
2010. In 2009 Al Gore predicted that 
the Arctic polar ice cap could be ice- 
free within seven years. The amount 
of warming predicted by climate 
models used by the U.N.’s Intergov- 
ernmental Panel on Climate Change 
hasn’t occurred. If these models can’t 
predict climate impacts 10 or 15 years 
in the future, why should we under- 
take costly, anti-development policies 
to address predictions about what may 
happen 100 years from now? 

In reality, the UNFCCC has little to 
do with combatting man-made warm- 
ing and more to do with engineering 
fundamental economic change. Ear- 
lier this year, former UNFCCC Ex- 
ecutive Secretary Christiana Figueres 
made this agenda clear: “This is the 
first time in the history of mankind 
that we are setting ourselves the task 
of intentionally, within a defined pe- 
riod of time, to change the economic 
development model that has been 
reigning for at least 150 years, since 
the Industrial Revolution.” 
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If you don’t buy into the progressive 
agenda — which includes using govern- 
ment force to promote and subsidize en- 
ergy generated by solar, wind, and biofu- 
els sources — you face the possibility of 
becoming an enemy of the state. Literally. 

The Obama Department of Justice has 
even been “considering” prosecuting those 
charged with being climate-change deniers, 
as admitted by Attorney General Loretta 
Lynch at a Senate Judiciary hearing earlier 
this year. Racketeering laws would be the 
vehicle. Similarly, various state Democratic 
attorneys general have moved to investigate 
companies that might dare make donations 
to groups or fund research by individuals 
who don’t believe in “climate change,” as 
if it were the state religion. 

In this instance, the state attackers large- 
ly had Exxon Mobil in their sights. Yet, 
the First Amendment and conservative and 
libertarian groups were also bound to suf- 
fer collateral damage. 

The Competitive Enterprise Institute 
(CEI), based in Washington, D.C., respond- 
ed to the subpoena from Virgin Islands At- 
torney General Claude Walker, noting that 
it attempted “to unearth a decade of the or- 
ganization’s materials and work on climate 
change policy.” The subpoena “requests a 
decade’s worth of communications, emails, 
statements, drafts, and other documents re- 


garding CEI’s work on climate change and 
energy policy, including private donor in- 
formation,” the institute said. 

As the CEI put it: “This is the latest ef- 
fort in an intimidation campaign to crimi- 
nalize speech and research on the climate 
debate, led by New York Attorney General 
Eric Schneiderman and former Vice Presi- 
dent Al Gore.” 

Under public fire, Walker withdrew 
his Exxon subpoena. This came shortly 
after the CEI said it was seeking sanctions 
against the Virgin Islands attorney gen- 
eral. Sam Kazman, CEI’s general counsel, 
said Walker’s subpoena was an attempt to 
“shut down debate” on climate change. 

This is not an isolated incident. So- 
called progressives continue to use the 
force and threat of law to get their way, 
and only their way, in universities and 
with city policies, for example. 

U.S. Attorney General Lynch informed 
a congressional hearing that she had or- 
dered “the FBI to look into this question 
of climate ‘fraud.’” The problem is not, as 
Hillary Clinton and Barack Obama and so 
many of their “progressive” allies would 
have us believe, “unchecked climate 
change.” A far greater threat comes from 
unchecked government power. And in that 
arena, the ultimate target is our liberties. Hi 

— WILLIAM P. HoaR 


Taking bows: President Obama met with leaders of Canada and Mexico earlier this summer in 
Ottawa, with climate being a key component. A statement from that “Three Amigos” summit 
hailed the Paris Agreement as a “turning point for our planet.” 
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THE !.\5 WORD 


BY WILLIAM F. JASPER 


Brexit, TTIP-TPP, and Lame Ducks 


he Brexit vote has 
become a giant head- 
ache for New World 


Order planners. The decision 
by British voters on June 23 
to leave the European Union 
is a historic first, potentially 
reversing (and, we hope, in 
the near future, actually re- 
versing) the decades-long 
slide of Europe into “ever 
closer union,” a euphemism 
for fatal absorption into 
a regional superstate that 
Mikhail Gorbachev called 
“the new European Soviet.” 
The pesky Brexiteers have 
not only jeopardized numer- 
ous schemes for deeper po- 
litical and economic integration among the EU member states, 
but they have also dealt a serious blow to the plans to draw the 
United States into the EU’s absorption/integration process via 
the Transatlantic Trade and Investment Partnership (TTIP). To 
which we acclaim, Deo gratias. 

Hence, U.S. Secretary of State John Kerry spent a good deal 
of time (and political capital) during his recent tour of Europe 
(London, Paris, Brussels, Luxembourg, and Moscow) attempt- 
ing to build the case for the post-Brexit viability of the still- 
secret TTIP. Many European leaders, especially those with 
upcoming elections, are eyeing populist uprisings and huge 
anti-TTIP demonstrations in their own countries, and are un- 
derstandably nervous at what they see. 

“T can tell you frankly, there cannot be a transatlantic treaty 
agreement,” French Prime Minister Manuel Valls has said. The 
TTIP, he says, would serve as “a breeding ground for populism” 
and further hurt Europe’s already struggling economy. 

Matthias Fekl, France’s minister for foreign trade, echoed 
Valls, stating: “I think a deal in 2016 is impossible and everyone 
knows it, including those who say otherwise,” 

Secretary Kerry is saying otherwise. Addressing the media 
following a meeting with EU leaders in Brussels on July 18, 
Kerry said he had delivered a message from President Obama, 
“and that message is very simple and very straightforward. It is 
that the U.S.-EU partnership is strong — strong today, will re- 
main strong into the future, it is enduring, and it is unbreakable.” 

Kerry said he and the EU ministers talked about “our shared 
goal to conclude an ambitious TTIP this year. This remains 
a high priority for President Obama and for our Administra- 
tion.” In an obvious reference to negative comments from 
Valls, Fekl, and others, Kerry stated: “I know there have been 
a couple of comments ... suggesting somehow that TTIP will 
not or cannot proceed forward. But we, frankly, gracefully — 
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I hope — and respectfully 
disagree, because we believe 
that there is some mythology 
that has been attached to it.” 
Moreover, he said he intend- 
ed to return to Europe in the 
coming months to deliver a 
number of speeches aimed at 
dispelling the anti-EU “my- 
thology” and defusing the 
Brexit “contagion.” 

While the Obama admin- 
istration and the globalists it 
fronts for fervently hope to 
conclude negotiations on the 
ultra-secretive, highly con- 
troversial TTIP before year’s 
end, they also hope to push 
the equally controversial TPP, 
which was concluded last fall, through a lame-duck session of 
Congress, after our elections in November. The globalist archi- 
tects of the TPP aspire to turn it into an EU-style supernational 
government for the Pacific Rim region. Many analysts are as- 
suring us that there is little to no chance of the TPP coming up 
in the lame-duck Congress, just as they are also echoing Fekl’s 
view that concluding a TTIP is now “impossible.” However, 
letting up on opposition to either of these schemes would be 
an enormous mistake that could prove fatal to our liberty and 
national independence. 

Donald Trump’s surprise selection of Indiana Governor Mike 
Pence as his running mate underscores this point. It sends a 
very disturbing message regarding our hopes for a pre-emptive 
“Amexit” from the TTIP-TPP snare, as well as from the WTO, 
NAFTA, CAFTA, the UN, IMF, and other internationalist traps. 
While Trump has made opposing the “free trade” pacts — espe- 
cially TPP and TTIP — a centerpiece of his campaign, Pence has 
taken the opposite path for his entire political career. During his 
12 years in Congress, Pence avidly supported and voted for the 
entire slate of destructive “trade” bills that came before him. Not 
only that, he also helped whip others into voting for the phony and 
subversive “free trade” pacts, as well as voting for “fast track” au- 
thority for presidents in negotiating and passing the complex deals 
with minimal public and congressional scrutiny. Since becoming 
Indiana’s governor, Pence has supported the TTIP and TPP, and 
helped President Obama secure “‘fast track” Trade Promotion Au- 
thority. This, obviously, is cause for concern. 

Our battle over TTIP/TPP, like the British battle over Brexit, 
is far from over, and the outcome is far from certain. We must 
renew our resolve and press on, taking advantage of the growing 
awareness of, and populist groundswell against, the one-world 
elites and their “free trade” agenda, the ultimate goal of which 
is global government. 


AP Images 
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U.N. Me 
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The United Nations and You 
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World Federalism 101 
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America and the United Nations 

This analysis of the United Nations traces its history from its forerunner, the League of 
Nations, up to the present, and compares the basic foundational documents of the UN 
with those of the United States with regard to the protection of human rights. (2013, 
45pp, pb, 1/$2.95ea; 10-24/$2.00ea; 25-49/$1.50ea; 50-99/$1.00ea; 100+/$.95ea) BKLTAAUN 
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United Nations: On the Brink 


of Becoming a World Government 

The United Nations has entities claiming jurisdiction over much of the 
world’s activities. Only two things stop it from becoming a world govern- 
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